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VALIDITY OF RENT-FIXING STATUTES. 





We have been asked to express some 
opinion on recent statutes which interfere 
with the landlord’s right to fix rents and 
deprive him of his right of possession 
by taking away his common law action of 
ejectment and the summary statutory pro- 
ceedings common to many states. 


The mania for public regulation of pri- 
vate business, so prevalent in 1919 and the 
early part of 1920, was no doubt due to the 
desperation of the people, who found 
themselves threatened with extinction by 
what looked to them as the extortionate de- 
mands of those who controlled the neces- 
sities of life. Since deflation has begun and 
the extortioners are beginning to look for 
cover, it is likely that the public demand for 
rate fixing laws will diminish in the same 
ratio. An indication of this change of sen- 
timent is already apparent in the action of 
the House in repealing the Lever Food Con- 
trol Act over the constitutionality and con- 
struction of which a sharp legal controversy 
has been raging for many months. 


Rate fixing, even if constitutional when 
applied to matters in which the public have 
not a direct interest, are of doubtful expedi- 
ency. Our Public Service Commissions 
are centers of continual controversy with the 
public as well as with the utility companies. 
Recent decisions of such commissions au- 
thorizing increases of public service rates 
above these set by contracts between such 
companies and the municipalities which be- 
stowed the franchises are convincing the 
people that they fared better without reg- 
ulation than with it; for under regulation 
the companies have no incentive to keep 
down expenses and simply pile the burden 
of their extravagance and the higher wage 
demands of their employes upon the people. 





We are not attacking the Public Service 
Commissions. We believe that in many re- 
spects they are serving a useful purpose, 
but their unscientific and hap-hazard meth- 
ods of fixing rates are not such as to en- 
courage the people to multiply experiments 
of this kind until those already under way 
have proven more acceptable. And of all 
such experiments that which attempts to fix 
rents and gives to tenants after the termi- 
nation of their leases the right of continued 
possession without the landlord’s consent 
is the most unreasonable and _ ridiculous. 
We make this statement only on the assump- 
tion that property has not yet been nation- 
alized by the adoption of the principles of 
Socialism. If all property belongs to the 
state, the state may properly fix the price 
and transfer its possession to whomsoever 
it pleases, but if the individualistic theory 
of property rights is still recognized and if 
these rights are still protected by the Con- 
stitution and may not be taken away with- 
out due process of law and, if taken for a 
public use, must be paid for, we do not see 
on what plausible ground the owner of a 
house can be singled out and told to rent 
his house at pre-war rates while the shoe 
merchant is allowed to demand fifteen dol- 
lars for five-dollar shoes. ‘To require a 
landlord to rent his property at a loss or 
even at a net profit which in view of the 
decline in the value of money is virtually a 
loss is unfair discrimination against the 
property owner and deprives him of his 
property without due process of law. 


The rent fixing statutes in the different 
states, as a rule, follow the provisions of 
Ball Rent Law passed by Congress for the 
District of Columbia. This Act first de- 
clares rental property, hotels and apartments 
“affected with a public interest, and that 
all rents shall be fair and reason- 
able; and any unreasonable or unfair pro- 
vision of a lease is hereby declared 
to be contrary to public policy.” 


It provides for a rent commission which, 
on complaint of either the landlord or ten- 
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ant, or on its own motion, is empowered 
to inquire into and determine whether the 
terms and conditions of any lease are fair 
and reasonable. On hearing, if the commis- 
sion finds that the rent or terms of the lease 
are unreasonable or unfair, it shall deter- 
mine and fix a “fair and reasonable rent or 
charges therefor, and fair and reasonable 
service, terms, and conditions of use or oc- 
cupancy.” 


The Act further provides that a tenant 
after the expiration of his lease may con- 
tinue in possession at his option and against 
the will of the landlord being liable to pay 
the amount fixed by his former contract or 
an amount decided reasonable by the com- 
mission. The only exception to this rule is 
that the landlord, on giving thirty days no- 
tice, can secure possession of the property 
for his own use and occupancy. 


The Ball Rent Law was declared uncon- 
stitutional (June 2, 1920) by the Court of 
Appeals of the District of Columbia in the 
case of Hirsh v. Block, 267 Fed. 614. 


In this case an owner of property sued 
for possession of property after termination 
of the lease without giving thirty days’ no- 
tice as provided by the Act. The owner 
contended that the Act was unconstitutional. 
In reversing a judgment for the defendant, 
the Court said: 


“The act gives defendant the option of 
retaining possession of the property at 
the rental fixed in the lease, which is con- 
tinued in force; or, if dissatisfied, he may 
apply to the commission for a reduction 
of the rent. If reduced by the commis- 
sion, plaintiff is powerless to have a re- 
view of the facts upon which the action 
of the commission is based. Not only is 
plaintiff denied any remedy for this con- 
tinued detention of his property, but he 
is forbidden to sell his property except 
subject to and burdened by the option of 
the tenant. It would seem, therefore, 
that if the property clauses of the Consti- 
tution are longer to have any restraining 
power over Congress, the case here pre- 
sented is one within. the inhibition of the 
Fifth Amendment.” 


The astonishing provisions of this Rent 
Law are duplicated nowhere else to our 
knowledge. Even where public property is 
sought to be applied to a public use it has 
never been held that this use can be for the 
peculiar benefit of a single individual. The 
Massachusetts Supreme Court declared 
that the people of that state could not be 
taxed to build homes for the residents of 
a town wholly destroyed by fire. 111 Mass. 
454. And Justice Story speaking for the 
Court in Wilkinson vy. Leland, 2 Pet. 627, 
658, said: 


“We know of no case, in which a legis- 
lative act to transfer the property of A to 
B, without his consent, has ever been 
held a constitutional exercise of legisla- 
tive power, in any State in the Union. On 
the contrary, it has been consistently re- 
sisted, as inconsistent with just principles, 
by every judicial tribunal in which it has 
been attempted to be enforced.” 


The celebrated case of Munn vy. Illinois, 
94 U. S. 113, the last refuge of men who 
seek to apply another’s property to their 
own use, does not justify the transference 
of A’s property to B as this statute does 
when it permits B, the tenant, to hold over 
after the termination of his tenancy with- 
cut a renewal of his contract and against 
the landlord’s consent. Even if it be con- 
tended that renting property is a business 
affected with a public interest and_ that 
therefore the legislature may fix the rental 
value, yet the right of possession is not and 
cannot be interfered with by the legislature 
except under its power of eminent domain 
or its war powers and then only to serve a 
public purpose and not the interests of par- 
ticular individuals. 


We are free to confess that in view of 
recent liberal decisions of the Supreme 
Court, the exact limitations on the power of 
Congress or a state legislature to declare 
any man’s property affected with a public 
interest are very shadowy. ~ Budd. v. New 
York, 143 U. S. 517; Brass v. Stoeser, 153 
U. S. 391; Noble State Bank v. Haskell, 





219 U. S. 104; German Alliance Insurance 





XUM 


Vo 


Cor 
las' 
ins 
ter 
leg 
che 
Co 
wh 
as 

up 








XUM 


Vou. 91 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


461 








Company v. Kansas, 223 U. S. 389. In the 
last case cited the Court held the business of 
insurance to be affected with a public in- 
terest and sustained an act of the Kansas 
legislature fixing the premiums to be 
charged for insurance. In this case the 
Court refused to apply the “monopoly” test 
which had hitherto been set up by the courts 
as justifying the application of the rule set 
up in Munn y. Illinois and refused to set 
any limitations to the rule. The Court also 
ignored the earlier decisions of the Court 
that a legislature could not regulate the 
prices of services purely personal and pri- 
vate in their nature and that the test of 
whether a business is public or private is 
whether the public have a right to demand 
service and therefore possess the correla- 
tive right to regulate rates and charges. 
The result is that there are no definite boun- 
daries on the power of rate regulation and 
it seems that doctors’ bills, theater tickets, 
garage rentals, lawyers’ fees, hotel charges 
and any other charge of any kind may be 
fixed by separate commissions created by the 
legisiature on their mere finding that the 
particular business is affected with a public 
interest. ‘The full extent of the rule as it 
exists today is clearly stated by the Su- 
preme Court in the following extract from 
its opinion in the German Alliance Insur- 
ance Company case, to-wit: 

“The cases need no explanatory or for- 
tifying comment. They demonstrate that 
a business, by circumstances and its na- 
ture, may rise from private to be of pub- 
lic concern and be subject, in conse- 
quence, to governmental regulation. And 
they demonstrate, to apply the language 
of Judge Andrews in People v. Budd (117 
N. Y., 1, 27), that the attempts made to 
place the right of public regulation in the 
cases in which it has been exerted, and 
of which we have given examples, upon 
the ground of special privilege conferred 
by the public on those affected cannot be 
supported. “The underlying principle is 
that business of certain kinds holds such 
a peculiar relation to the public interests 
that there is superinduced upon it the 
right of public regulation.’ ” 





Assuming, however, that the business of 
renting property can be regulated and fu- 
ture rentals fixed, it is not possible for the 
legislature to take away from the courts 
the power to determine the fairness of rates 
so fixed as the Ball Rent Law does when 
it provides that the findings of the Rent 
Commission as to the reasonableness of the 
rents fixed shall be conclusive and “shall 
not be modified or set aside by the court 
except for error of law.” In the first place 
so far as the Ball law is concerned Con- 
gress has no power, under the Constitution, 
to confer judicial and legislative power on 
the same body. ‘To determine the reason- 
ableness of an existing rate is judicial; to 
determine the reasonableness of a future 
rate is legislative. So far as Congress is 
concerned these two powers cannot be 
united. Moreover, the question of the rea- 
sonableness of an existing rate is a question 
of faet and no person can be denied access 
to the courts of the state for the purpose of 
determining the question whether under the 
guise of regulation, the state is in fact con- 
fiscating his property. 

Moreover, the provision in the Ball law 
and other rent laws that a tenant may hold 
over after the termination of the lease is 
without justification or analogy in any other 
law. Even when the legislature gives 
power to a commission to fix rates, there 
has never been implied a power on the part 
of the Commission to permit the property 
subject to regulation, itself to be seized and 
given to another. The right of a state to take 
another’s property must be done under the 
police power or the power of eminent do- 
main and not under the power to fix rates. 
The state may seize my property for a hos- 
pital under a public emergency, but it can-. 
not take my honie and give it to another 
simply to serve that other person’s conveni- 
ence. ‘The public health or safety is not 
served by such a transaction. Under the 
Ball Act the landlord does not even enjoy 
the privilege the Supreme Court held that 
every bank in Oklahoma enjoyed under 
the Guaranty law of “going out of the bank- 
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ing business.” 


575). 


Noble Bank Case, 219 U. S. 
Under this Act he must continue in 
the business even after the termination of 
his contract relations and be subjected 
against his will to the obligations, annoy- 
ances and losses which may follow. 


New York has a rent statute which went 
into effect in September, 1920. It is creat- 
ing much litigation and raising many new 
questions. This law takes away the land- 
lord’s remedies for possession except in four 
cases, (a) where holdover is objectionable ; 
(b) where landlord desires to occupy the 
premises himself; (c) where landlord in- 
tends to demolish the structure; (d) where 
premises are sold to a co-operative corpora- 
tion. In all other cases the tenant is per- 
mitted to hold over beyond his term and 
upon tendering the landlord the old rental 
or depositing the amount in court may con- 
tinue in possession until the Court deter- 
mines whether the new rent demanded is 
reasonable. The question of the constitu- 
tionality of the New York law has not been 
passed upon by any of the higher courts of 
that state but in a nisi prius decision by 
Wagner J. in Ullmann Realty Co. v. Tamur 
(Nov. 27, 1920), the Act was sustained on 
the ground that it is only for two years 
and applicable only to cities of the first class, 
and is to be regarded as an emergency 
measure to avert a menace threatening the 
large cities of the state by reason of the 
fact that in October, 1920, wholesale evic- 
tions were overhanging thousands of ten- 
ants in the big cities; exorbitant and extor- 
tionate demands for rent had been met with 
the impossibility of compliance ; the conse- 
quent congestion which these conditions led 
to became perilous to public health, safety 
and morals. 


In justifying this legislation in view of 
these special conditions the Court said: 


“The necessity of the remedy being ap- 
parent it remains to consider whether the 
Legislature was invested with the consti- 
tutional power which it has exercised. 
Ultimately the inquiry confronting us nar- 











rows down to the proposition whether in 


a time of public emergency affecting the ~ 


homes and shelter of the people, endan- 
gering their health and safety, the result 
of an upheaval of the conditions following 


a world war, there exists such power and. 


authority in governmental function as to 
provide that the people in the face of op- 
pressive demands should not be sum- 
marily evicted and ejected from their 
homes and unprovided with shelter dur- 
ing the continuance of the emergency, 
when at all times willing, and, in fact, 
offer to pay for the use of the premises 
occupied by them a reasonable rental 
value, and whe they should be per- 
mitted to interpose in proceedings 
brought the defense that the rent sued for 
is unjust, unreasonable in amount and 
oppressive in charactér.” 


If such an emergency existed in New 
York as this quotation would imply, there 
can be no doubt that the public health and 
safety were at least temporarily endan- 
gered and if the situation had not been met 
in this unusual manner it would probably 
have been met by an appropriation for tents 
and temporary structures to house those 
who could find no place to reside. 
quire the landlords to turn over property to 
their hold-over tenants who had no more 
right to them than any other stranger 
and at a rental far below the market value, 
seems to us like putting the whole burden 
of taking care of this public emergency upon 
the property owners, instead of upon the 
community. The landlords in asking the 
market value for their property were doing 
no more than their union labor tenants in 
asking the market value for their labor or 
the butcher in asking seventy-five cents a 
pound for round steaks. 


To re- 


It seems to us that, even admitting a pub- _ 


lic emergency existed the legislature has no 
constitutional power to impose on one class 
in the community the burden of caring for 
a situation which the whole community 
should share equally. 











VoL 


NO 


0. 
eral 


* the 


the 
of t 
con: 
Sub 
basi 
ame 
ests 
= 
rig! 
lam 
fro1 
for 


‘te 


sus 


“W 
g00 
dit 
pre 
gag 


by 
sio: 


Ww! 








o ‘8 oe 


ot 


oe We Se 


—*°e wa 





XUM 


VoL. 91 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


463 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 


SOME RECENT INCOME TAX DECISIONS 
OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 





Office Decision 644, Sale of Interests in Min- 
eral Rights—“Land was purchased in 1914. At 


’ the time of the purchase the mineral rights in 


the land had no market value, that is, no part 
of the purchase price of the land was paid as 
consideration for the mineral rights therein, 
Subsequently the land was leased on a royalty 
basis for oil and gas development, and in 1919 
amounts were received from the sale of inter- 
ests in such royalty.” 

“Held, that inasmuch as the oil and gas 
rights had no market value at the time the 
land was purchased, the entire amount received 
from the sale of the royalty interests is income 
for the year of its receipt, subject, however, 


‘te proper ‘adjustment on account of depletion 


sustained.” 

Office Decision 668. Sale of Good Will.— 
“Where a corporation sells its assets, including 
good will, to a competing corporation, one con- 
dition to the sale being an agreement by the 
president of the vendor corporation not to en- 
gage in similar business, for which he is paid 
a money consideration, the amount so received 
by the president does not represent a conver- 
sion of capital, but is income for the year of its 
receipt.” 

Office Decision 672. Returns at Dissolution 
of Corporation.—“Under the law of the State 
of Illinois, a corporation cannot be dissolved 
until a formal showing is made that all its 
liabilities have been satisfied. Under income 
tax regulations a corporation going into liqui- 
dation is permitted to file its return for the 
fractional part of the year during which it was 
engaged in business only upon completion of 
such liquidation.” 

“Held, under the circumstances, that the 
Bureau will waive the filing of evidence of the 
completion of liquidation, and will accept a 
final return from the corporation, if accom- 
panied by a certificate of the court showing 
that all requirements of the law with regard 
*» dissolution of the corporation and distribu- 
tion ur + assets have been satisfied, except 
as to evidence vz nayment of federal income 
taxes, and that actual winaing up of the cor- 
poration merely awaits formal Cvxrt action. 
Upon payment of all federal income tax snv+-n 
to be due from the corporation, the collector 
will issue the necessary receipt.” 

Office Decision 659, Corporation Insurance.— 
“Where a corporation insures the life of its 





president, the stockholders being beneficiaries 
in proportion to their stockholdings and the 
wife of the president (not being herself a stock- 
holder) being a beneficiary in proportion to her 
husband’s stockholdings, no deduction for the 
payment of premiums can be allowed under Ar- 
ticle 294 of Regulations 45, as amended by T. 
D. 3019, since the corporation itself is indirectly 
a beneficiary under the policy.” 


“The premiums paid on such a policy are 
a charge against surplus and represent divi- 
dends to the stockholders, subject to surtax to 
the extent that such premiums are paid out 
of earnings or surplus accumulated since Feb- 
ruary 28, 19138. This applies as well to the 
officer upon whose life the insurance is car- 
ried.” 

Office Decision 645, Use and Occupancy In- 
surance Received Considered Income.—“The M 
Company in 1919 had a fire in its plant which 
necessitated shutting down for a day. The com- 
pany has recovered under a use and occupancy 
policy of insurance the sum of x dollars as com- 
pensation for the loss of use of its factory.” 

“Held, that sums recovered under such a 
policy are nothing more than compensation for 
the loss of anticipated profits, and whether such 
sums are less than, equal to, or in excess of 
such anticipated profits for the period of non- 
use, they, nevertheless, represent income within 
the meaning of that term as used in the Rev- 
enue Act of 1918.” 

“The amount of premiums paid on insurance 
of this character is properly deductible as a 
business expense.” 

Office Decision 647, Interest on State Obliga- 
tions.—‘“Profit derived from non-interest-bear- 
ing state-and municipal securities purchased at 
a discount and held until maturity is not tax- 
able where it clearly appears that the return 
from the investment in the hands of the tax- 
payer is due solely to the compensation re- 
ceived from the state or municipality in lieu 
of interest for the use of the taxpayer’s money. 
In no case may such exemption exceed the total 
discount at which the securities were originally 
sold by the state or municipality.” ; 

Office Decision 664, Bonus for Prompt Deliv- 
ery Considered Expense—“A bonus was paid 
for the delivery of a steamship at a date earlier 
than that stipulated in the contract, for its con- 
struction, and the question is presented whether 
the amount is properly chargeable as a busi- 
ness expense or as a capital expenditure.” 

“Held, that as the bonus paid for delivery at 
a date earlier than that contracted for added 
nothing to the value of the vessel after the con- 
tract date of delivery, the amount so paid is 
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properly chargeable as a business expense and 
is deductible from income received between the 
date of delivery of the vessel and the date it 
would have been delivered had no bonus been 
paid.” 


Office Decision 665, Personal Exemptions of 
Head of Family—‘‘A daughter who actually 
supports and maintains her dependent mother 
elsewhere than in her own home, by reason of 
the fact that she is unable to earn enough to 
support them both in the mother’s place of 
abode or to defray their joint expenses in the 
daughter’s place of employment is properly 
classifiable for income tax purposes as the head 
of a family.” 








THE DOMICILE OF SEPARATED 
SPOUSES. 


The question argued in the recent House 
of Lords case? was whether a wife could, 
notwithstanding the marriage, acquire a 
domicile independent from that of the hus- 
band. In this case the husband, whose 
domicile of origin was Scotland, acquired a 
domicile in Queensland. He contracted, it 
was alleged, a bigamous marriage there. 
The wife remained in Scotland till her 
death. She had raised an action of divorce 
for adultery and desertion, but died before 
the summons was served. The argument 
put forward was that in these circumstances 
she could and did acquire an independent 
domicile in Scotland, where she died, and 
that consequently the right to succeed to 
her movable estate and the liability to legacy 
duty depended on the law, not of Queens- 
land, but of Scotland. 


In support of this contention the appel- 
lants relied on .a certain dictum of Lord 
Cranworth in the case of Dolphin v. Rob- 
ins.? In that case, Mrs. Dolphin, the wife of 
a domiciled Englishman, had obtained a de- 
cree of divorce in the Scottish courts on the 


(1) McKinnon’s Trustees y. Lord Advocate, 
1920, 2 S. L. T. 240. 


(2) 1869, 7 H. L. C. 390. 





ground of adultery against her husband, @ 
who at that time was temporarily resident — 
in Scotland. She had then gone to France, ~ 

where she had gone through the ceremony @ 


of marriage with a Frenchman. The ques- 
tion in the case was whether Mrs. Dolphin, 
on her death, was by domicile an English- 
woman or a French woman. 


court having power to divorce a vinculo 
except the court of the country of the domi- 


ciled husband—and then put the question — 


for argument “whether the circumstances 


are such as to render the wife capable of © 


gaining for herself a domicile, and if so, 
did she do it?” 
mously held that the null decree of divorce 
being in no sense equivalent to a decree of 
separation, Mrs. Dolphin remained a mar- 
ried woman not separated from her hus- 
band by judicial decree, and therefore in- 
capable of acquiring a different domicile 
from that of her husband. 


Lord Cranworth, in that case, indicated 
a doubt as to whether, if there had been a 
decree of judicial separation, the wife might 
not have acquired a domicile different from 
that of her husband, and, having almost ex- 
pressed his preference for the view that she 
might, he proceeds as follows: “On this 
question it is unnecessary and it would be 
improper to pronounce an opinion, for here 
there was no judicial sentence of divorce 
a mensa et thoro no decree enabling the 
wife to quit her husband’s home and live 
separate from him. I have adverted to the 
point only for the purpose of pointing out 
that the conclusion at which I have arrived 
in the case now under discussion would af- 
ford no precedent in the case of a wife ju- 
dicially separated from her husband, F< 


whatever might have been *« ease if such 
a decree had bees pronounced, I am clearly 


of opinivu that without such a decree it 
uiust be considered that the marital rights 
remain unimpaired.” 

He then went on to say, and it was on 
these words that the appellants in MacKin- 


This House — 
first decided that the Scottish decree of di- 7 
vorce was null for want of jurisdiction, no © 


The learned Lords unani- . 
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non’s Trustees v. The Lord Advocate 
founded: “Before quitting the subject I 
should add that there may be exceptional 
cases to which, even without judicial sep- 
aration, the general rule would not apply, 
as, for instance, where the husband has 
abjured the realm, has deserted his wife 
and established himself permanently in a 
foreign country, or has committed felony 
and been transported.” 


In regard to the application of these dicta 
to MacKinnon’s case, Lord Shaw said: 
“Any doubts that there are in the case have 
arisen in the legal sphere, but even there 
they have not arisen on account of the ap- 
plication of any well-known doctrines in 
law, but substantially upon a conjecture by 
way of reserve, for I call it so—a conjecture 
by way of reserve expressed by Lord Cran- 
worth in the case of Dolphin v. Robins. 
That conjecture has been repeated and re- 
peated in text-books and succeeding cases. 
No case which crystallizes it in fact has 
ever yet arisen in which any exception to 
or aversion from the general doctrine of 
domicile has been given effect to. I am 
clearly of opinion that the present case is 
certainly not one to which any such conjec- 
tural exception could apply.” The other 
judges were unanimously of the same opin- 
ion, 


The following concluding observations 
by Lord Shaw should be noted, as they are 
bound to become of practical interest sooner 
or later: “It appears to me, my lords, to 
be a question which has certainly never 
been settled in the affirmative whether even 


a judicial decree of separation can affect. 


the domicile of the spouses permitting there- 
after separate domiciles to be acquired. The 
ordinary rule has not yet been so invaded. It 
works conveniently. It prevents confusion. 
It regulates succession by one set of rules 
instead of possibly by two, and it preserves 
that unity of idea and fact with regard to 





the domicile of married parties which has 
hitherto always been upheld by law. 


“T should desire further to observe that I 
should have the greatest doubt in any event 
whether, if one of the spouses fails during 
the continuance of the marriage to obtain a 
divorce a vinculo matrimonii, it is legitimate 
to raise the question after the death of the 
other. A fortiori, I think this is to be also 
the case when the question is raised after 
the death of the spouse, as in the present 
case, in order to promote or regulate ulte- 
rior interests.” 


It is of interest to note that little if any 
appeal was made in argument to the theory 
of “the matrimonial domicile,’ which may 
now be taken as extinct. In the leading 
case of Le Mesurier (1895), A. C, 531), 
Lord Watson quoted with manifest ap- 
proval the judgment of Lord Deas in the 
Scotch case of Jack v. Jack,® where that dis- 
tinguished judge characteristically said: 
“Neither can I solve this case by what has 
been sometimes called the domicile of mar- 
riage. The phraseology appears to me to be 
calculated to mislead. It is figurative and 
wants judicial precision. There is no third 
domicile involved apart from the domicile 
of the husband and the domicile of the wife. 
Domicile belongs exclusively to persons. 
Having ascertained the domicile of the hus- 
band and the domicile of the wife, the in- 
quiry into domicile is exhausted.” After an 
exhaustive summary of the cases both in 
England and in Scotland, Lord Watson in 
Le Mesurier concluded: ‘When carefully 
examined, neither the English nor the Scot- 
tish decisions are, in their lordships’ opin- 
ion, sufficient to establish the proposition 
that in either of these countries there exists 
a recognized rule of general law to the ef- 
fect that a so-called matrimonial domicile 
gives jurisdiction to dissolve marriage.” 


Donatp MacKay. 
Glasgow, Scotland. 


(3) 1862, 24 D. 467. 
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FROM BLUE LAWS TO BLUE SKY 
LAWS—THE PILGRIM TERCEN- 
TENARY. 





Recently I received two publications in 
the same mail, one entitled, “Liberty,” the 
other, a monthly review of financial condi- 
tions issued by the National City Bank of 
New York. The first pamphlet was a re- 
minder that on December 21, 1920, would 
occur the tercentenary of the Pilgrim’s 
landing at Plymouth Rock, and incidentally, 
that they proposed that each member of the 
colony should worship God according to 
his own conscience and compel everybody 
else to do the same. To that end many 
rigid laws were enacted by the New Eng- 
land pioneers for the proper worship of 
the established religion. These  enact- 
ments have become known as “The Blue 
Laws.” Many reasons have been given why 
these laws were designated “blue,” but the 
humorist who said they were called “Blue 
Laws” because their rigid, fanatical en- 
forcement made the people feel “blue” is 
about as correct as any. 

In glancing over the other periodical, 
sponsored by the greatest bank in the 
world, I observed a lengthy discussion of 
the necessity for “Blue Sky Laws.” Natur- 
ally the title to this article suggested itself, 
which projects into view the changes in this 
country‘s laws for three hundred years. 

Since the landing of the Pilgrims a great 
nation has evolved with more than a hun- 
dred million people, holding sway from the 
frozen North to the Gulf of Mexico, and 
from ocean to ocean, exercising domin- 
ion over the islands of the sea. Then legis- 
lators concerned themselves with matters of 
conscience and the established religion, while 
now law-makers are busy in solving eco- 
nomic and social problems and in regulating 
affairs of business. Our Constitution wisely 
provides that “Congress shall make no law 
respecting the establishment of religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof.” 

The progress made in three centuries in 
the arts and sciences has surpassed the most 








extravagant speculations of a Jules Verne. 
In the acquisition of wealth, in the extraor- 
dinary volume of commerce and in the vast 
daily financial transactions this nation has 


so far surpassed all the ancient empires and ~ 


republics that there is no basis for compari- 
s6n. 


However, there existed the Puritan 
“Blue Laws,” in “ye olden time,” which 
are now regarded as a curiosity in mis- 
guided legislation. For instance, whoever 
did profane the Lord’s Day by doing un- 
necessary work or traveling or by sporting 
was to be fined forty shillings or publicly 
whipped, but if the offender did violate the 
law “proudly and presumptuously” he was 
to be put to death or grievously punished 
at the judgment of the court. As witch- 
craft was believed in by learned men— 
Cotton Mather, Sir Edward Hale then Lord 
Chief Justice of England, and many others 
—it was provided: “If any man or woman 
be a witch, or consulteth with a familiar 
spirit they shall be put to death.” The 


Salem witchcraft persecutions were based . 


on this statute. Nor were the accusations 
confined to people of little influence, for in 
1656 Ann Hibbins, sister of Governor Bel- 
lingham of Massachusetts, was convicted by 
a jury of witchcraft and hanged. These 
freak laws were enacted by the Plymouth 
Colony and in Connecticut beginning with 
1636. 


Charity seems to have been wholly lack- 
ing towards dissenters and Quakers. It was 
enjoined that “no food or lodging shall be 
afforded to a Quaker, Adamite or other 
heretic.” Again, “if any person turns 
Quaker, he shall be banished and not suf- 
fered to return, upon pain of death.” Ap- 
parently love and affection were condemned 
by their laws, for “no woman shall kiss 
her child on the Sabbath day,” and the 
same applied to husband and wife. Gath- 
ering sticks on the Sabbath when unneces- 
sary was punished by death, but if gathered 
privily or in need, a lesser punishment 
might be administered by whipping the 
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offender. This followed the Mosaic Law 
literally, thus: “Whosoever doeth any 
work in the Sabbath day, he shall surely 
be put to death.”* 

The Colonists founded a theocratic gov- 
ernment, and, therefore, blasphemy, that is, 
the denial of the Holy Trinity, was pun- 
ished like seditious utterances in a secular 
state. Consequently, whoever was found 
guilty of blasphemy the third time was put 
to death “so that he might find out the 
truth of certain matters to his own satis- 
faction.” 

It may be said in extenuation that these 
Blue Laws were not always literally en- 
forced ; the same may be said of many ab- 
surd present-day laws. Yet, it is recorded 
that in 1692 nineteen were hanged for 
witchcraft, and others tortured to death. 
Among them was the Rev. George Bur- 
roughs, a pious clergyman of excellent at- 
tainments.? 

Three centuries have elapsed since the 
Pilgrims landed. One would suppose that 
the futility to enforce laws compelling re- 
ligious worship had been fully demonstrated. 
It is a fact, however, that Blue Laws exist 
today. It is current news that in Virginia 
a deputy sheriff was convicted of shooting 
Roland Parks, while sitting in his own house 
on Tangier Island, because Parks failed to 
attend church as required by a local ordi- 
nance. Recently the Seattle press contain- 
ed this statement: “On complaint of the 
president of the W. C. T. U. the prohibition 
director of the State of Washington has 
issued orders for the seizure of twenty gal- 
lons of homemade blackberry wine at the 
home for aged and indigent widows of 
Civil War Veterans, maintained by the 
ladies of the G. A. R. and other patriotic 
organizations,” which reminds one of King 
Lear: 

“Through tattered clothes small vices do ap- 
pear ; 

Robes and furr'd gowns hide all. Plate sin 
with gold, 


(1) Exodus 31:15. 
The Witch Case, 1 Am. St. Trials, 530. 
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And the strong lance of justice hurtling 
breaks ; 
Arm it in rags, a pigmy’s straw doth pierce 
it.” 


According to the daily press a new set 
of Blue Laws are to be urged upon Con- 
gress by the Lord’s Day Alliance. It is 
proposed to prohibit all work and activity 
in the postal department and _ interstate 
commerce on Sunday. The climax of ab- 
surdity is reached in providing that “any 
corporation that does, or aids in doing, these 
forbidden things shall be fined not less than 
$1,000 nor more than $100,000 for each of- 
fense, and for a second conviction shall for- 
feit its charter and franchise and shall be 
enjoined from operating in interstate com- 
merce.” If this should become the law, 
Torquemada, the first and vilest inquisitor- 
general of Spain, may yet be outdone. 

Taking a retrospective view of three cen- 
turies, it is apparent that wonderful prog- 
ress has been made, even in the most lag- 
gard and conservative of all sciences—the 
law. The Declaration of Independence and 
the Constitution are shining milestones 
along the pathway of enlightenment and hu- 
manitarianism. In spite of constitutions 
and liberalizing tendencies for centuries, 
we yet have Blue Laws of some kind. The 
enforcement of the Eighteenth Amend- 
ment is a reminder of Blue Law methods. 
Homes have been ransacked, property de- 
stroyed, and even human life sacrificed in 
an effort to locate a bottle of “booze.” No 
doubt the purpose of this amendment is 
laudable and for the best interest of the 
nation: it is the arbitrary enforcement and 
disregard of personal rights that is deplor- 
able. This, of course is justified by saying, 
“The end sanctifies the means,” after the 
manner of the Puritans. 

The same spirit has pervaded some of the 
courts in relation to the espionage laws. 
For instance, Pastor Russell published a re- 
ligious book called“ The Finished Mystery,” 
which did not approve of war. After his 
death, a Mr. Rutherford and others circu- 
lated this book for sectarian propaganda. 


ASS 
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They were indicted, convicted and eight of 
them sentenced to imprisonment for twenty 
years at hard labor. The Circuit Court of 
Appeals reversed this judgment because of 
arbitrary rulings and evident bias of the 
trial judge, and the grossly excessive sen- 
tences.* This case is remarkable, in that 
the Hon. Harland B. Howe, UV. S. District 
Judge for Vermont, while presiding in New 
York City, directed that one W. F. Hudg- 
ings, a witness for the government, be im- 
prisoned for contempt of court, because he 
“wilfully refused to answer questions truth- 
fully ;’ and to remain in jail until he should 
testify to the truth. The witness was at 
once indicted for perjury, gave bail, and an 
order was issued for his release, which was 
held inoperative, when it was shown that 
he was committed for contempt. Accord- 
ingly, Hodgings was in prison from June 11, 
1918, until April 14, 1919, when he was 
released on writ of habeas corpus from the 
U. S. Supreme Court. There it was de- 
cided that a witness could not be punished 
for contempt because the judge believed the 
witness testified falsely, unless there ex- 
isted “the further element of obstruction to 
the court in the performance of its duty.” 


Chief Justice White commented on this 
proceeding as follows: “If the trial judge 
was right, it would follow that when a 
court entertained the opinion that a wit- 
ness was testifying untruthfully, the power 
would result to impose punishment for 
contempt, with the object or purpose of 
exacting from the witness a character of 
testimony which the court would deem to be 
truthful; and thus it would come to pass 
that potentiality of oppression and wrong 
would result, and the freedom of the 
citizen, when called as a witness in a court, 
would be gravely imperilled.” 


There are many other official acts that 
savor of blue law theories. The recent ex- 
pulsion of socialist members from the New 


(8) Rutheford v. U. S., 258 Fed. 855. 
(4) Ex parte Hudgings, 249 U. S. 378; 63 Law. 
Ed. 656. 











York legislature was a reprehensible per- 
formance. The ballot has been proclaimed 
as a panacea for all political ills and is an 
approved means to remedy any real or fan- 
cied wrongs in our body politic, and to 
effect changes in our Constitution and laws. 
By excluding these socialists, duly elected, 
because of political affiliations, a pernicious 
precedent has been established. 


Taking another look backward it will be 
observed since the Pilgrims landed, that 
there has been a remarkable change in the 
attitude of government towards the people. 
Then the authorities were limited to tax 
and revenue collecting, to police duty, to 
administering justice, and to the defense of 
the realm. There were no postoffices, no 
common schools, no public roads, no pub- 
lic utilities and no paternalistic functions 
performed by the State. It was a maxim 
that a state was governed best that was 
governed least. The doctrine of laissez- 
faire held full sway. 


Today the government regulates freight 
and passenger rates, engages in working- 
men’s insurance, guarantees bank deposits, 
and numerous other affairs that were con- 
sidered strictly private only a few years ago. 
The highest court in the land sanctions any 
scheme the people want to try; as in North 
Dakota, to tax the public for operating 
mills, banks, elevators or anything else; 
in fact the limit has been taken off when it 
comes to use public funds for utopian 
schemes. Green vy. Frazier, decided by the 
U. S. Supreme Court, June 1, 1920, upholds 
North Dakota laws. In line with these state 
activities, pro bono publico, is the legisla- 
tion known by the poetic name of “Blue 
Sky Laws,” which prohibits the sale of 
stocks and securities of corporations, unless 
approved by the authorities. How and why 
this name was adopted appears to be uncer- 
tain, but it is claimed that promoters would 
capitalize anything even the blue sky, for 
the purpose of selling stock, as was cus- 
tomary when British financiers offered 
shares in The Vulture Insurance Company 
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and The Artificial Rain Co., promoted by 
Sir Sharper Bubble.* 


These laws, however, are endorsed by the 
National City Bank and properly so. In its 
pamphlet for October, 1920, p. 10, it gives 
an illustration of modern ‘“wildcatting” 
called promoting, by citing the case of the 
Midland Packing Co. of Sioux City, Ia., 
now in custodia legis, thus: 


Promoting expenses.....................$2,561,814.00 
Packing Plant . 3,138,897.00 











Note discounts 362,000.00 
Salaries ......... 117,035.00 
Organization expenses................. 23,000.00 
Traveling and entertaining... 11,787.00 
Office EXPeNSeS oon 38,000.00 


Total $6,272 ,533.00 





A Minnesota corporation, the Pan Motor 
Co., sold stock to 54,000 persons, receiving 
$4,723,811, but $1,200,000 was paid to 
agents ; $650,000 the promoters kept, and 
$500,000 went for advertising. Thus half 
the money obtained was dissipated. No 
wonder the Nebraska Bankers’ Association 
disapproved of buying notes given for pro- 
motion stocks and securities. In face of 
these facts a Blue Sky Law is a necessity 
for the protection of the public. The or- 
dinary investor has no means of knowing 


the truth about corporation stocks offered 


for sale. A state has not only the power 
but can provide facilities for obtaining ac- 
curate information for public use. The 
state laws on this subject were violently 
attacked upon three grounds: 1. That 
citizens were deprived of their property 
without due process of law, and denied the 
equal protection of the law. 2. That the 
statute violated the right of contract and 
impaired the obligation of contracts. 3. 
That it interfered with interstate commerce. 
One of the first cases is Ex parte Taylor,° 
where the entire act is set forth and sus- 


(5) Ten Thousand a Year, Book 4. 
(6) 68 Fla. 61, 66 So. 292. 





tained. ‘The Federal district courts were 
inclined to hold these statutes void because 
in conflict with the contract and commerce 
clauses of the Constitution. - Cases were 
appealed from the federal courts of Ohio, 


South Dakota and Michigan. Every con- 
ceivable point was raised. Each of the 
cases was reversed. That constitution 


paralyzer, alias the police power, came to 
the rescue of the Blue Sky Law, gave it 
life and permanent vitality. The constitu- 
tionality of such laws was fully established 
by the U. S. Supreme Court in January, 
1917.7 Justice McReynolds alone dissented 
in each case without giving any reason. 


In the State of Washington there is no 
law regulating the sale of corporate stocks 
or securities; no doubt the next legislature 
will pass such an act. Corporations organ- 
ized for proper purpose and honestly con- 
ducted will be greatly benefited by such 
law; bogus concerns should not be toler- 
ated, nor have the right to sell shares of 
stock. 


A bird’s-eye view of jurisprudence for 
three hundred years presents a marvelous 
expansion: laws pertaining to private and 
public corporations, trusts and receivers, 
master and servant; life, fire, accident and 
fidelity insurance ; assumed risk and fellow- 
servant doctrine and many other important 
subjects were then practically unknown. 
In 1800 there were not to exceed one hun- 
dred business corporations in the United 
States. In 1918 there were over 380,000 of 
such corporations doing a gross business of 
eighty billion dollars.* 


As in days of yore, criticism is often heard 
of the law, lawyers and courts, as well as 
of our political, business and social insti- 


(7) Hall v. Geiger-Jones Co., 242 U. S. 539, 61 
Law. Ed. 480; Caldwell v. Sioux Falls Stock 
Yards Co., 242 U. S. 559, 61 Law. Ed. 493; Mer- 
rick v. Halsey & Co., 242 U. S. 568, 61 Law. Ed. 
498. 


(8) Thompson on Business Trusts, p. 5. 
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tutions. Some of it may be well founded, 
for we have not yet entered upon the mil- 
lennium of perfection. Nevertheless, the 
truth is that the status of the people has 
been immeasurably advanced; there is 
greater opportunity for education, for 
travel and enjoyment; a better chance for 


success in commerce, in the trades, in agri- 


culture and all lines of work and affairs and 
business than ever before. The portals are 
wide open to any one possessing ability and 
a willingness to work, and who is ambi- 
tious—to grasp the opportunity for ad- 
vancement to respectability, affluence and in- 
dependence. As compared with what the 
Pilgrims had we are living in an age of ex- 
travangance and in our daily life are sup- 
plied with luxuries never dreamed of by a 
Croesus. However, “Mankind never is, but 
always to be, blessed ;” therein lies the main- 
spring of progress. 


On December 22, 1820, Daniel Webster 
delivered his magnificent Plymouth oration, 
forecasting the immense expansion of our 
nation to the west, and anticipating our 
views of the people and events of his day, 
thus: “They are in the distant regions of 
“futurity, they exist only in the all-creating 
power of God, who shall stand here a hun- 
dred years hence, to trace through us, their 
descent from the Pilgrims, and to survey, 
as we have now surveyed, the progress of 
their country, during the lapse of a century. 
We would anticipate and partake of the 
pleasure with which they will then recount 
the steps of New England’s advancement. 
On the morning of that day although it will 
not disturb us in our repose, the voice of 
acclamation and gratitude, commencing on 
the Rock of Plymouth, shall be transmitted 
through millions of the Sons of the Pil- 
grims, till it loses itself in the murmurs of 
the Pacific seas.” 


Frep H. PErerson. 
Seattle, Wash. 








HIGHWAYS—LIABILITY OF PAVING 
CONTRACTOR. 





METCALF y. MELLEN et al. 


Supreme Court of Utah. Sept. 10, 1920. 


192 Pac. 676. 





A paving contractor, who agreed with the 
highway commission that he would guard un- 
safe places near the work and do all other 
things necessary to prevent accidents, is liable 
in tort to an automobile driver, whose machine 
was damaged because of the paving contractor's 
breach of his contract in that respect. 


WEBER, J. Plaintiff brought suit against 
defendants to recover damages to his auto- 
mobile and to those of three others whose 
causes of action were assigned to him. The 
court granted a motion for nonsuit made by 
the defendant Utah Light & Traction Com- 
pany. The jury’s verdict was in favor of 
plaintiff on each of the four causes of action. 
The defendant Mellen appeals. 

It is not necessary to review the evidence. 
It is sufficient to say that plaintiff's evidence 
fully justified the court in submitting each 
cause of action to the jury, and that the evi- 
dence on the principal issues was conflicting. 

Citing Styles v. Long, 67 N. J. Law, 113, 
51 Atl. 710, it is urged that— 


“In order to maintain an action of tort for 
breach of a contractual duty, the plaintiff must 
have the same status under the contract as 
would entitle him to maintain an action upon 
contract for a breach of its stipulations,” and 
“where a contract is made by a public corpo- 
ration for the construction of a public work, 
and incidentally contains stipulations intended 
for the safety of the public, an individual, who 
sustains personal injuries by reason of the non- 
performance of such stipulations does not bear 
such a relation to the contractor as will sup- 
port an action of tort against the latter, based 
upon a mere violation of contractual duty.” 


The provisions of the contract between Mel- 
len and the state road commission are in part: 


“The contractor shall erect and maintain 
good and sufficient guards, barricades, and sig- 
nals at all unsafe places at and near the work 
and shall in all cases maintain a safe passage- 
way at all road crossings, crosswalks, and street 
intersections, and shall do all other things 
necessary to prevent accident or loss of any 
kind. * * * The contractor shall be liable 
for all damage done to water or other pipes, 
flumes, poles, or conduits, or other property 
owned by any person or corporation other 
than Salt Lake county.” 


Except those of New Jersey, the courts have 
held that such contracts inure to ‘the benefit of 
any one of the public who is injured by the neg- 
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ligent failure of the contractor to take those 
precautions which he agreed to take for the pro- 
tection of the public. The contract is a measure 
of the contractor’s duty. If he assumes’a re- 
sponsibility broader than that of his common- 
law liability for negligence, he becomes liable 
for torts arising out of a breach of such duty 
which are the proximate cause of injury to 
third persons. 

McMahon y. Second Avenue Railroad Co., 75 
N. Y. 231, was a case wherein the railroad com- 
pany had contracted with New York City to 
pave the streets upon which tts tracks rested 
and to keep the same in repair. A trench had 
been dug across the street and under defend- 
ant’s tracks, and the defendant took up the 
pavement and laid planks over the excavation. 
The plaintiff was injured in driving over the 
planks, and the court held that the defendant 
was liable on two theories: (1) Because of its 
contract with New York City; and (2) because 
it had negligently maintained the structure over 
the trench. In the opinion the Court, inter alia, 
said: 


“A liability may arise in two ways: First, 
from the defendant’s having contracted with 
the municipality to do, instead of it, the duty 
which was upon it, to keep the street safe 
for the passage of the public; and by neglect 
to do that duty, having given cause of action 
against the municipality for neglect; then 
action will be directly against the defendant 
therefor, instead of first against the munici- 
pality, so as to avoid circuity of action (City 
of Brooklyn v. Brooklyn City R. R., 47 N. Y. 
475) and, second, from the defendant’s volun- 
tarily interfering and undertaking to make 
the way safe, and so inefficiently doing it as 
to leave it unsafe, and, at the same time, so 
as to permit and tempt passage over it. 

“For the purpose of showing the first named 
of these grounds of liability, a contract was put 
in evidence, between the defendant and the 
municipality, by which the defendant agreed 
to keep the streets in and about the rails in 
repair. * * * There was then the duty upon 
the defendant, to the public and to this plain- 
tiff, to keep the street in repair, just at the 
place where his wheels went down, or to warn 
away therefrom. * * * There was no error 
in admitting in evidence the agreement be- 
tween the defendant and the municipality. 
That was material and proper, to show that 
there was undertaken by the defendant the 
duty which lay primarily upon the city to 
give the public, and the plaintiff, as one there- 
of, a safe passage through the thoroughfares. 
The reception of the agreement in evidence 
did not change the cause of action from one 
arising in tort to one based upon contract. 
It showed the duty of the defendant, and 
made applicable the other facts of the case, 
to show its negligence of duty, wherein it 
was tortious.” 


The respondent cites the following cases and 
authorities which support the general] doctrine; 


| Cook v. Dean, 11 App. 123, 42 N. Y. Supp. 1040, 
| affirmed in 160 N. Y. 660, 55 N. E. 1094; Robin- 
son v. Chamberlain, 34 N. Y. 389, 90 Am. Dee. 
713; Baumgartner v. City of Mankato, 60 Minn. 
244, 62 N. W. 127; Ober v. Crescent City R. Co., 
44 La, Ann, 1059, 11 South. 818, 32 Am. St. 
Rep. 366; Casement v. Brown, 148 U. S. 623, 13 
Sup. Ct. 672, 37 L. Ed. 582; St. Paul Water Co. 
v Ware, 16 Wall. 566, 21 L. Ed. 485; Phinney 
v. Boston El. Co., 201 Mass. 286, 87 N. E. 490, 
131 Am. St. Rep. 400; Jenree v. Metropolitan 
Ry. Co., 86 Kan. 479, 121 Pac. 510, 39 L. R. A. 
(N. S.) 1112, Ann. Cas. 1913C, 214; Wade v. 
Gray, 104 Miss. 51, 61 South. 168, 48 L. R. A. 
(N. S.) 1046; Sullivan v. Staten Island El. Ry. 
Co., 50 App. Div. 558, 64 N. Y. Supp. 91. See 
also Alameda County v. Tieslau (Cal. App.) 186 
Pac. 398, notes 39 L. R. A. (N. S.) 1112, 49 L. R. 
A, (N. S.) 1167, Ann. Cas. 1913C, 214. 


upon principle, we conclude that a case was 
stated and proved against appellant, based upon 
his common-law liability for negligence, and 
also upon the tort arising from the breach of 
the contract, in which he assumed duties and 
Obligations that he has no right to repudiate 
when his negligent failure to comply with and 
observe them has resulted in injury and damage 
tc the property of respondent and that of his 
assignors. 


The judgment is affirmed, with costs. 

CORFMAN, C. J., and GIDEON and THUR- 
MAN, JJ., concur. 

FRICK, J., specially concurs. 


Note—Liability to Third Person of Contractor 
Agreeing to Indemnify City for Injury.—The 
array of cases cited by the instant case may be 
conceded, but this may not prevent a careful 
looking into the purpose of a contract to pre- 
vent damage to third persons. Thus it was held 
in St. Paul Water Co. v. Ware, 16 Wall. 506, 
21 L. Ed. 485, that where a water company agreed 
with a city to protect all persons against dam- 
ages by reason of excavation, the company could 
be held liable to one who was injured by his horse 
being frightened by a sub-contractor starting an 
engine without warning. But in Taylor v. Dunn, 
80 Tex. 652, 16 S. W. 732, it was said in speak- 
ing of the above case that: ‘““With the highest 
respect for the opinions of that court, always 
distinguished for ability and learning of its 
judges, it seems to us that the true construction 
of such a contract made with a municipal cor- 
poration would require a holding * * * that it 
was a contract for the indemnification of the city, 
and not intended by the parties to it as a con- 
tract for the benefit of individuals, in which a 
person injured by the negligence of-a contractor 
or his employes, might maintain an action.” 

In Corrigan Transit Co. v. Sanitary District, 
137 Fed. 851, 70 C. C. A. 381, there was a permit 





’ In the light of the above authorities, and _ 
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by the Secretary of War to the District to change 
the current of the Chicago River. A clause pro- 
vided for the district assuming all responsibility 
for damages to property and navigation. It was 
ruled that an indemnifying contract between the 
district and the contractor was not an undertak- 
ing to pay outsiders’ damages from the perils 
of navigation. 

And so in Blake vy. Ferris, 5 N. Y. 48, 55 Am. 
Dec. 304, if a sub-contractor of one agreed to 
be answerable for all damages occasioned by 
construction of a sewer, this did not render him 
liable for damages by a sub-contractor, where the 
latter was an independent contractor, and the 
principal contractor interfered in no way with the 
doing of the work. But this decision was later 
criticised in Storrs v. Utica, 17 N. Y. 104, 72 
Am. Dec. 437, the latter court saying in effect 
that where superior contractor determines the 
excavation shall be made, he cannot escape re- 
sponsibility where by his direction the place is to 
be made dangerous. In Deming v. Terminal 
R. Co., 169 N. Y. 1, 61 N. E. 983, 88 Am. St. R. 
521, overruled the Storrs case. 

In Knapp v. Swaney, 56 Mich. 545, 23 N. W. 
162, 56 Am. Rep. 397, it was thought it would be 
strange if public authority could not stipulate for 
the safety of all citizens. 

It is familiar that material men may maintain 
actions on bonds demanded in public works con- 
tracts. See Young v. Young, 21 Ind. App. 509, 
52 N. E. 776; Spokane & I. Lumber Co. v. Boyd, 
28 Wash. 90, 68 Pac. 337; Morton v. Power, 33 
Minn. 521, 24 N. W. 194. 


But it has been denied that a city may by ordi- 
nance empower its director of public works to 
retain money owing by it to one of its contractors 
for the purpose of satisfying his creditors. Les- 
ley v. Kite, 192 Pa, 268, 43 Atl. 959. But this 
case was held to have a limited application so as 
not to bring about a tying up of funds needed by 
the contractor for the prosecution of his work. 
Philadelphia v. Stewart, 195 Pa. 309, 45 Atl. 1056. 

In St. Paul Water Co. v. Ware, supra, the 
court said it would not go into any question of 
independent contractors, because contractors had 
agreed to pay damages. And this it seems to us 
is proper and the principle may embrace all sub- 
sidiary arrangements and conditions. 








ITEMS OF PROFESSIONAL 
- INTEREST. 





PROGRAM OF THE MEETING OF THE 
MAINE BAR ASSOCIATION. 





Editor, Central Law Journal: 

The Maine State Bar Association will hold 
its next meeting in August on Wednesday, 
January 12, 1921. 

The year 1920 is Maine’s Centennial Year 
and the session of the Bar Association will 
make this meeting a celebration of the cen- 
tury in Maine’s jurisprudence. 











A morning session will be held in the Su- 
preme Judicial Court Room, in Augusta, at 
which will be addresses by Hon. Cyrus N. 
Blanchard, President of the Association, and 
Hon. John F. Sprague, of the Piscataquis Bar 
and editor of the “Sprague’s Journal of Maine 
History” will deliver an address on “A Cen- 
tury of the Bar in Maine.” 

The afternoon session will be held in the 
House of Representatives in the State House at 
Augusta. Judge Clarence Hale, of the United 
States District Court, will give an address on 
“A Century of the Federal Courts in Maine” and 
Chief Justice Cornish, of the Supreme Judicial 
Court, will deliver an address on “A Century of 
the Supreme Court of Maine.” 

It is expected that one of the Justices of the 
Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court will 
bring the greetings of the Mother State of Mas- 
sachusetts, 

There will be a banquet at the Augusta House 
in the evening. 

Very truly yours, 
NorMAN L. BASSETT. 

Augusta, Me. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





Lawyer: “Did you ever meet a fellow down 
there with one leg named Sanders?” 

Witness (pondering): “What was the name 
of the other leg?”—Detroit News. 





Vice-President Marshall, when still a strug- 
gling lawyer in Indiana, was sitting in his lit- 
tle office when a genial book agent entered 
and undertook to sell him a new edition of the 
Bible, “full morocco, annotated,” etc. 

Before the agent was through with his de- 
scription of the merits of the new volume, 
Marshall interrupted him to ask who the 
author was. 

“Why, this is the Bible,” explained the agent. 

“I am fully aware of that,’ answered Mar- 
shall in full soberness. “But I ask again, who 
is the author?” 

Again the salesman explained that he was 
offering the Bible. And again Marshall de- 
manded the name of the author, and then 
again. : 

Finally the man of the books gathered up 
his samples, retreated to the door, and then 
with one hand on the knob, turned around and 
shouted: 

“You pinheaded fool and blithering idiot, 
it’s the Bible.” 
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WEEKLY DIGEST. 





Weekly Digest of Important Opinions of the 
State Courts of Last Resort and of the Federal 
Courts. 

Copy of Opinion in any case referred te in this digest 
may be procured by sending 25 cents to us or te the West 

Pub. Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
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1. Aetion—Conversion Into Equity.—In an at- 
tachment suit based on a note and an account 
due by defendant, defendant’s petition for an 
accounting between himself and plaintiff as to 
their former partnership business was in equity. 
so that the consolidation of the attachment pro- 
ceeding, the subject-matter of which was in- 
volved in the equitable proceeding, for account- 
ing made the consolidated case one in equity.— 
Moreland v. Lawson, Ga., 104 S. E. 202. ’ 


2. Assigmments—Action for Fet*-A claim 
for injuries to the persom t* merely a personal 
right, and until reaue*4 to judgment is not as- 
signable, but ™ claim for damages for injury 
to prepet#¥ is assignable, and the assignee may 
wae thereon, under Rev. St. c. 87, § 152.—Metro- 
politan Ins. Co. v. Day, Me., 111 Atl. 429. 

3. Assignments for Benefit of Creditors—Col- 
lateral Attack.—Where the court had jurisdic- 
tion of the parties and of the subject-matter, 
its order ratifying a sale of the property as- 
signed for bénefit of creditors cannot be at- 
tacked collaterally, though the court may have 
committed great irregularities and errors.—Ev- 
ansville Improvement Co. v. Gardner, Ind., 125 
N. E. 471. : 

4. Attorney and Client—Dismissal by Latter. 
—In the absence of stipulation in an attorney’s 
contract of employment, against compromise, 
release, discontinuance, or other disposition of 








the suit without his consent, his client was at 
liberty in his own person to discontinue it.— 
Succession of Rece, La., 86 So. 283. 


5. Lien.—Under Gen. St. 1913, § 4955, as 
amended by Laws 1917, c. 98, an attorney has a 
lien for his compensation upon the cause of ac- 
tion of his client arising under the federal Em- 
ployers’ Liability Act, and in enforcing it in 
the original action, when his client and the de- 
fendant have settled without his consent, he 
proceeds as one subrogated to the original cause 
of action so far as necessary to protect his 
rights.—Miner v. Chicago B. & Q. Ry. Co., Minn., 
179 N. W. 483. 





6. Bankruptey—Computation of Time.—Where 
acts of bankruptcy are sufficiently alleged for 
the first time in an amended petition, the four- 
months period within which such acts must 
have been committed must be computed from 
the filing of the amended, and not the original 
petition—In re Triangle S. S. Co, U. S. D. C. 
267 Fed. 303. 

wy Discharge.—A discharge in bankruptcy 
relieves the bankrupt from legal obligation to 
pay a balance due on his notes proved against 
his estate in the bankruptcy proceedings.—Dun- 
dee Nat. Bank v. Strowbridge, N. Y., 184 N. Y. 
Sup. 257. 

8. Bills and Notes—Parol Evidence.—A prom- 
ise, made by an obligee to induce the indorse- 
ment of a note that he would secure other in- 
dorsers for the note, does not change or vary 
the obligation of the parties on the note, ani 
it may be proved by parol, and damages fo: 
breach thereof recovered by an indorser who 
was compelled to perform his obligations under 
the note.—Tross v. Bill’s Ex’x, Ky., 224 S. W. 
660. 

9. Brokers—Burden of Proof.—To entitle a 
real estate broker to commissidns on the sale 
of real estate, it is incumbent on him to show 
he procured the purchaser as such, and was 
the efficient producing cause of the sale.—Bur- 
nett v. Stick, Jowa, 179 N. W. 437. __ te 

10.——Cash Sale.—Where brevdt'’s contract is 
silent as to terms ,of “*WaYment, the broker’s 
authority is ivesrealy limited to making a cash 
sale-@wack v. Conway, Iowa, 179, N. W. 434. 
““41. Cancellation of Instruments—Purchase 
Money.—Where the trial court found the value 
of plaintiff’s land, traded for defendants’, was 
$3,000 less than plaintiff represented it to be, 
so that defendants were damaged $3,000 as al- 
leged in the cross-complaint, such sum being in 
excess of the unpaid purchase money due from 
defendants, the trial court properly decreed 
eancellation of the mortgages given by them to 
secure such unpaid purchase money; there being 
no debt to secure.—Horsnell y. Gilliland, Ark., 
224 S. W. 722. 


12. Carriers of Goods—Common Carrier.—A 
fuel company which let its trucks with drivers 
to carry goods, which was part of its regular 
business, was a common carrier.—City Fuel Co. 
v. Torreyson, Ark., 224 S. W. 727. 

13. Diverting Route.—-The owner of goods 
in transit having the right to také actual pos- 
session of them at any intermediate point on 
the route may divert them at any such point 
while in transit, and it is the duty of the car- 
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rier to deliver them to him or divert them ac- 
cording to his orders on presenting evidence of 
ownership and paying the proper charges.— 
Liberty Nat. Bank v. Hines, Director General of 
Railroads, S. C., 104 S. E. 313. 

14. Wrongful Delivery.—A carrier wrong- 
fully delivered goods shipped under an order 
bill of lading without requiring its surrender 
as against a bank which held the bill of lading 
attached to a draft purchased by it, though 
merely as collateral for payment of the draft.— 
National Bank of the Republic v. Hines, Wash., 
192 Pac. 899. 


15. Contraets—lIllegality—An agreement for 
plaintiff to procure purchasers and contracts for 
horses at prices acceptable to defendants for 
a commission of $5 per head held not illegal as 
a contract to exert personal influence with 
agents of foreign governments.—Smyth Bros.- 
McCleary-McClellan Co. vy. Beresford, Va., 104 
S. E. 371. 


16.—Illegality.—Where it appears that the 
contract sued on is illegal, the court sua sponte 
will withhold all relief, though the illegality 
is not presented by the issues.—Pacific Wharf 
& Storage Co. v. Standard American Dredging 
Co., Cal., 192 Pac. 847. 


17. Meeting of Minds.—Before a binding 
contract is consummated, each party must agree 
to the same proposition, and the agreement 
must be mutual as to every essential term.— 
Southern Cotton Oil Co. v. Frauenthal, Ark., 
224 S. W. 730. 


18. Mutuality.—A city contract, which pro- 
vided that, if the city for any reason failed to 
sell bonds due to be sold on a certain date, 
it might terminate the contract was voidable 
at the option of the city, since it required no 
steps for the sale of the bonds, and the con- 
tract was therefore unenforceable against the 
surety of the contractor for want of mutuality. 
—City of Pocatello v. Fidelity & Deposit Co. 
of Maryland, U. 8. C. C. A., 267 Fed. 181. 


19. Suspension of Right.—While a subse- 
quent statute or executive order rendering per- 
formance of a contract impossible excuses the 
narties from further proceedings thereunder, 
a “mang temporary suspension of a right or 
duty unde _contract discharges or excuses 
performance Orip—¢.the suspension is so mate- 
rial or substantial Trany ;the party obligated 
ought of right to be held Gfseserged.—Schoel- 

Tiveaga N.Y. 














kopf v. Moerlbach Brewing Co., N. 
Sup. 267. 


20. Corporations—Sole Stockholder.—Courts 
of equity recognize the sole stockholder of a 
corporation as distinct from the corporation, 
and do not hold the stockholder bound by the 
contracts of the corporation.—City of Winfield 
y ‘em Natural Gas Co., U. S. C. C. A., 267 

ed, . 


21. Criminal Law—Accused as Witness.—In 
a prosecution for robbery, .where the defendant 
took the stand in his own behalf, it was proper 
to instruct that “the jury have a right to take 
into consideration the fact that he is interested 
in the result of the prosecution.’’—People v. 
Maciejewski, Ill., 128 N. E. 489. 


22. Alibi —To maintain his defense of alibi, 
the burden is on defendant to establish it bv 
such facts and circumstances as will with all 
the other evidence create in the minds of the 
jury a reasonable doubt of his guilt.—Norris 
v. State, Ark., 224 S. W. 724. 


23.——Conspiracy.—A conspiracy to murder 
must be proved aliunde, and the court should 
have instructed that the acts and conduct of 
defendant’s son on the night of the murder 
could not be used as evidence of conspiracy be- 
tween them, since such acts, if a conspiracy 
existed, were those of a co-conspirator, and 











would not be evidence of a conspiracy.—Ander- 
son v. State, Tex., 224 S. W. 782. 

24. Damages—lIntervening Cause.—If injured 
person in good faith and in exercise of reason- 
able care employs a physician to treat injuries 
and injury is aggravated through the mistake 
or negligence of physician, the injured person 
may recover for the injury including the aggra- 
vation thereto resulting from the mistaken or 
improper treatment; such negligent treatment 
not constituting an intervening cause.—Yar- 
brough v. Hines, Wash., 192 Pac. 886. 


25. Dedication—Fee Reserved.—Where there 


is a dedication to the public use, the fee of 
the real estate dedicated remains in the dedi- 
cator.—Clark v. City of Huntington, Ind., 128 
N. E. 453. 


26. Deeds—Special Finding.—In action to 
cancel deed on ground of fraud, court should 
submit special issue as to what was the fair 
and reasonable market value of the land con- 
veyed and other land conveyed in exchange 
therefor.—Baugh v. Baugh, Tex., 224 S. W. 796. 

27. Divorce—Judgment.—In a proceeding to 
have a decree of divorce nullified in so far as 
it related to alimony, brought after the expira- 
tion of the term at which the divorce was 
granted, the court cannot, of its own motion, 
set aside the decree of divorce, even though 
the evidence in that proceeding shows that the 
decree was obtained by collusion, specially 
where both parties had remarried and had chil- 
dren since the divorce decree was rendered.— 
Delbridge v. Delbridge, Iowa, 179 N. W. 438. 


28. Remarriage.—As a general rule, stat- 
utes of a state prohibiting remarriage within a 
stated time after divorce and making such mar- 
riage void have no extraterritorial force, and 
do not invalidate a marriage within the limited 
time in another state, whose laws do not pro- 
hibit such remarriage.—Vickers v. Faubion, 
Tex., 224 S. W. 803. 

29, Easements—Permissive Use.—The use of 
a passway, begun with permission of the owner 
of the land, cannot ripen into title to the pass- 
way, no matter how long continued, until after 
a claim of right to the passway, openly made 
by the user, has been ‘brought to the notice of 
the owner of the land.—Smith v. Oliver, Ky., 
224 S. W. 683. 

30. Eminent Domain—Tort.—No taking of 
property without just compensation is involved 
in a holding that an action for death cannot 
be maintained against a county highway com- 
mission; the action being against a govern- 
mental agency for tort.—Mullinax v. Hambright, 
S. C., 104 S. E. 309. 

31. Equity—Complete Relief—Wherever a 
court of law may take cognizance of a right, 
and has power to proceed to a judgment af- 
fording a plain adequate remedy, the constitu- 
tional right of a trial by jury may not be 
abridged by resort to a court of equity, and a 
bill seeking only a decree for the payment of 





“[oggoney will not lie—Grant v. Giuffrida, D. C., 
oUtXad. 331. 


32.  EStemuei—Inconsistent Pleading.—In an 


administrator's axtin ; 
. tion against a mortgagee and 
his attorney for inter °§: gag 


ministrator’s authorized I any Ra. 
and his deposit of the proceeds In 4 e court, the 
mortgagee, by accepting under ore’ of. the 
court so much of the fund as his attorney 43;, 
not claim to be subject to his alleged lien, 
by subsequently demurring to the petition at 
the appearance term did not assume a position 
inconsistent with that formerly taken.—Cox v. 
Fort, Ga., 104 S. E. 419. 

33.——Inducement to Act.—To establish an es- 
toppel the party asserting it must be induced 
to act through such conduct of the other party 
as to make it unconscionable for the latter party 
to repudiate his position.—Empire Voting Mach. 
Co. v. City of Chicago, U. S. C. C. A., 267 Fed. 
162. 

34. False Imprisonment—<Aiding and Abet- 
ting.—All who take part in or assist or abet in 
the commission of faise imprisonment are joint 
tort-feasors without allegation or proof of con- 
spiracy.—Culver v. Burnside, S. D., 179 N. W. 
490 


35. Fraudulent Conveyances—Intent.—In the 
very nature of the case, fraudulent intent must 
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usually be shown by circumstantial evidence, 
and circumstances altogether inconclusive, if 
separately considered, may, by their number 
and joint consideration, especially when cor- 
roborated by moral coincidences, be sufficient 
to constitute conclusive proof.—Florida Nat. 
Bank v. Sherouse, Fla., 86 So. 279. 


36. Habeas Corpus—Extradition. —Extradition 
papers prove prima facie that accused was in 
the state where the crime was committed at 
the time that it was charged to have been com- 
mitted, and the burden is on him to establish 
as contrary.—Levy v. Splain, D. , 266 Fed. 

37. Husband and Wife—Chose in Action.— 
Under the common law, a husband did not have 
a vested right in a chose in action of the wife 
until he had reduced it to his possession and 
dominion, but, where it was not the separate 
estate of the wife, he had the right to reduce 
it to possession at any time during coverture.— 
Conn v. White, Ky., 224 S. W. 772. 


38. -Imsuranee—Garage.—A lean-to connected 
with a barn in which an insured automobile 
was generally kept with a carriage is a private 
garage within the meaning of the application 
for the insurance policy, since “garage” is a 
place where a motor vehicle is housed and cared 
for, and the fact that it was connected with an- 
other building, and was not constructed for the 
storage of an automobile does not destroy its 
character as a garage.—White v. Home Mut. Ins. 
Ass’n of Iowa, Iowa, 179 N. W. 315 


39. ‘Liability Insurance.—Defendant liabil- 
ity insurer was under duty to plaintiff railroad 
company to defend an action for personal in- 
juries against the railroad with a single eye 
to the railroad’s interests, apart from defend- 
ant insurer’s thought of liability on its policy 
issued to plaintiff railroad’s contractor, a co- 
defendant to the action—New York Consoli- 
dated R. Co. v. Massachusetts Bonding & Ins. 
Co., N. Y., 184 N. Y. Sup. 243. 


40. Total Disahbility.— Absolute physical in- 
ability to transact any kind of husiness per- 
taining to insured’s occupation is not meant 
by the term “total disability,” or its equiv- 
alents, in an accident policy.—Clarke v. Trav- 
elers’ Ins. Co., Vt., 111 Atl. 449. 


41. Waiver.—When a fire insurance com- 
pany denies liability under its policy it waives 
its right to proof of loss as required bv its 
policy—Ward v. Pacific Fire Ins. Co. S. C., 
104 S. E. 316. 

42. Judgment—Vacation.—Judgments may be 
vacated, where they are tainted with and are the 
creatures of extrinsic fraud—Cobb v. Cobb, 8. 
D., 179 N. W. 498 

43. Landlord and Tenant—Breach.—Where 
lessee’s performance of his contract was pre- 
vented by breach of lessor’s agreements, lessor 
can, after rescinding the contract, recover his 
expenditures in preparation | for performance 
there 
Columbia Agricultural Co. v. 
UD. 8. Cc. Cc. A... 367 Wea. *1. 

44, Repairs.—The landlord generally is un- 
der no implied obligation to repair the leased 
premises in the absence of such a contract, and 
is not responsible to a tenant for injury to per- 
sons or property caused by defects, where there 
has been no reservation by him of any portion 
of the leased premises.—Home Realty Co. v. 
Carius, Ky., 224 S. W. 751. 

45. Libel and Slander—Qualified Privilege.— 
Qualified privilege extends to all communica- 
tions made bona fide on any subject-matter 
in which the party communicating has an in- 
terest or in reference to which he has some 
moral or legal duty to perform.—Alexander vy 
Vann, N. C., 104 S. E. 0. 

46. Limitation of Actions—Acknowledgment 
of Debt.—Where there is a distintt acknowledg- 
ment in writing of a debt as still subsisting 
as a personal obligation of the debtor, before it 
is barred by the statute of limitations, a prom- 
ise to pav will be inferred.—Hall v. Brown, Fla.., 
86 So. 277. 

47. Life Estates—Improvements.—A life ten- 
ant cannot recover the amount of cost of im- 
provements, even though he comes within an 
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exception which allows him to recover for im- 
provements, but is limited to recovering the 
amount which the improvements added to the 
actual and permanent value of the land.—Cagle 
v. Schaefer, S. C., 104 S. E. t. 


48. Power of Disposition—-On devise of a 
life estate, coupled with an absolute power 
of disposition, the devisee of the life estate, 
also the donee of the power, is enabled to con- 
ar the « a in fee.—Tillet v. Nixon, N. C., 
104 D} 


49. Master and Servant—Independent Con- 
tractor.—One hired at price per ton to unload 
coal from railroad cars by shoveling it out of 
the car to the bin, tools being furnished by 
employer, is not an “independent contractor” 
within the Workmen’s Compensation Act.—In- 
diana Window Glass Co. vy. Mauck, Ind., 128 N. 
E. 451. 


50. Negligence Per Se.—It is negligence as 
a matter of law for the employes of a railroad 
company in charge of a work train, under or- 
ders to have the train in the clear on a side 
track at a designated time and place where a 
regular scheduled passenger train was due to 
pass without stopping, to fail to observe such 
orders; and, where through such negligence an 
engineer on the passenger train is injured, the 
company is liable.—Fitzpatrick v. Hines, Di- 
rector General of Railroads, Neb., 179 N. W. 410. 


61. Proximate Cause.—In an action for in- 
juries to servant alleged to have been caused 
by gas which escaped from a defective stove 
and overcame plaintiff, after which an explosion 
occurred, plaintiff's failure to prove the ex- 
posion does not bar her right to recover, where 
other causes of injury were established.—Swan 
v. Dalbey, Iowa, 179 N. W. 313. 


52. Voluntary Exposure.—An injury suf- 
fered by an employe in voluntarily doing some- 
thing outside of his employment, though for the 
benefit of his employer, is not an injury, suf- 
fered by him in the course of employment, en- 
titling him to compensation.—Engels Copper 
Mining Co. y. Industrial Acc. Commission, Cal., 
192 Pae. 845. 

53. Mortgages—Nedomption.—W here the orig- 
inal owner and mortgagor was in possession 
after foreclosure sale, with the right to re- 
deem, an oral extension of the period of redemp- 
tion on specified terms was taken out of the 
operation of the statute of frauds by the ac- 
ceptance, by the purchaser at the foreclosure 
sale, of part of the redemption money pursu- 
ant to the agreement.—Coates v. Dortch, Ark., 
224 S. W. 721. 

54.——Lien.—A deed of trust, to secure the 
bonds of numerous creditors including plain- 
tiff, provided that the claim of plaintiff should 
be a first lien, and be preferred in payment from 
whatever source or manner paid. On default, 
the trustee at the written direction of the cred- 
itors, including plaintiff, foreclosed and bid in 
the property for less than the amount of all 
claims and later sold the property for a still 
smaller amount. Held, plaintiff's priority of 
claim was impressed on the property bid in and 
his right of priority was not waived by his 
assent to a foreclosure sale for less than the 
amount of all claims.—Hohag v. Northland Pine 
Co., Minn., 179 N. W. 485. 

55. Negligence — Contributory Negligence.— 
The conduct of plaintiff to determine the ques- 
tion of contributory negligence, is to be meas- 
ured by the conduct of an ordinarily prudent 
person, which is peculiarly a question for the 
jury.—Marsters y. Isensee, Ore., 192 Pac. 907. 

56. Partnership—Compensation.—An agent or 
servant, whose compensation is measured by a 
certain portion of the profits, is not thereby 
made a partner in the business, and receiving 
a share of profits in lieu of or in addition to 
interest, by way of compensation for a loan of 
money, has of itself no greater effect.——_James 
Bailey Co. v. Darling, Me., 111 Atl. 410. 

57. Perjury—Issue.—The materiality of al- 
leged perjured testimony on the point or issue 
involved is a question of law in presecution of 
the witness for perjury, and not one of fact.— 
People v. Glenn, Ill, 128 N. E. 5382. 

58. Pleading—Motion for Judgment.—A mo- 
tion for judgment on the pleadings is of the 
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nature of a demurrer, is governed by the rules 
applicable to a general demurrer, and admits 
every material fact properly stated in the plead- 
ings.—Nires v. Hogan, Okla., 192 Pac. 811. 


59. Principal and Agent—Scope of Agency.— 
Unless expressly authorized by his principal, 
a traveling salesman or “drummer” has author- 
ity only to solicit orders and transmit the same 
to his principal for approval, and may not make 
an absolute contract of sale.—Cape County Sav- 
mee wa v. Gwin Lewis Grocery Co., Miss., 

Oo. 2 


60. Quieting Title—Burden of Proof.—The 
plaintiff in an action to quiet title to land must 
allege and prove that he is the owner of either 
the legal title or the complete equitable title. 
Unless plaintiff has the title, it is immaterial 
to him what title defendant claims.—Clark v. 
Duncanson, Okla., 192 Pac. 806 


61. Railroads—Director General.—Under the 
Federal Control Acts, the President’s proclama- 
tion of December 26, 1917, and the Director Gen- 
eral’s General Order No. 60 issued pursuant 
thereto, a passenger on a railroad operated by. 
the Director General cannot maintain an action 
against the railroad company for injuries.— 
Mardis v. Hines, Director General of Railroads, 
U. S&S. Cc. CG. A, 267 Fed. 


62. Rape—Corroboration of Accomplice.—In 
a prosecution for the crime commonly ealled 
statutory rape, where the prosecuting witness 
testifies positively to the facts constituting the 
crime, and the defendant as positively and ex- 
plicitly denies her statements, her testimony 
must be corroborated by facts and circumstances 
established by other competent evidence in or- 


der to sustain a conviction.—Force v. State, 
Neb,. 179 N. W. 387. 
63. Sales—Executory Contract—Where buy- 


er agreed to pay for goods in logs cut and 
skidded at so much a thousand, the seller to 
have the right to cut sufficient timber to pay 
for goods on buyer’s failure to so do, the con- 
tract, so far as_it remained unperformed by 
buyer, was executory, and the seller’s only rem- 
edy for a breach thereof was an actior for dam- 
ages.—Norton vy. Green, Vt, 4111 Atl. 458. 


64.——_-F. O. B.—A provision of contracts for 
the gale and purchase of coke, to be delivered 
“f. o. b. open top cars ovens,” held not to re- 
quire purchaser to furnish cars at the ovens, 
where during the several months of perform- 
ance the cars were provided by seller with no 
demand on the purchaser for cars, and where 
seller was not a producer, but bought its coke 
from different producers, and no notice was 
given purchaser from what ovens shipments 
were to be made.—Producers’ Coke Co. v. Mc- 
Keefrey Iron Co., U. S. C. C. A., 267 Fed. 22. 

65. Implied Warranty.—Upon a sale of seed 
wheat by a particular name, a warranty that 
the seed was of the kind named arises.—John- 








son v. Foley Milling & Elevator Co., Minn., 179 
N. W. 488. 

66. Reservation of Title—Automobile sales 
contract, providing that the “car stand good 


for the debt,” held not to have reserved title 
in seller, but created a lien enforceable merely 
between the parties.—Yale Automobile Co. vy. 
Walker, Ark., 224 S. W. 632. 


67. Specific Performance—Equity —Equity has 
jurisdiction specifically to enforce contracts for 
the sale of land, though there be a remedy 
at law for damages.—Dobbin y. Plager, N. J., 
111 Atl. 404. 

68. Judicial Discretion.—Specific perform- 
ance is not a remedy which either party can 
demand as a matter of absolute right, and will 
not in any given case be granted unless strictly 
equitable and just. Mere inadequacy of price 
may justify a court in refusing to decree a 
specific performance of a contract of bargain 
and sale; so also may any other fact showing 
the contract to be unfair, or unjust, or against 
good conscience. And, in order to authorize 
specific performance of a contract, its terms 
must be clear, eect and definite.—Shropshire 
v. Rainey, Ga., 104 S. E. 414. 

69. Mutuality. Loe contract for the delivery 
of personal property lacks mutuality, and can- 
not be specifically enforced, where the quantity 











delivered, if any, depends on the will or desire 
of one party, though it may be enforced if the 
quantity may be determined, as where it is for 
the delivery of all articles needed in a person’s 
business.—Hutchinson Gas Fg Fuel Co. v. Mod 
ita Natural Gas Co., U. S. C. C. A., 267 Fed. 


70. Tenancy in cleaned ok of Ti- 
tle-—While it is a general rule that one tenant 
in common may not, as against his cotenant, ac- 
quire sole title to the common property by pur- 
chase at a sale made to satisfy a lien existing 
when they became owners, the cotenant may 
not desire to object. He may consent that the 
purchaser take the full title indicated by mas- 
ter’s or sheriff’s deed, he may afterwards vol- 
untarily relinquish his interest, and he may 
lose it by lack of diligence in electing to call 
on a court of equity to give him the benefit or 
the purchase.—Moon vy. Moon, Kan., 192 Pac. 
840. 


71. Trade Marks and Trade Names—Aban- 
donment.—“Abandonment” of a trade-mark is 
its voluntary disuse or nonuse, an intent which 
may be inferred from circumstances necessarily 
pointing to it, though mere disuse, even for a 
considerable period, in the absence of inten- 
tional abandonment, will not amount to an 
abandonment, or destroy trade-mark rights, un- 
less the mark has ceased to be distinctive.— 
Corkran, Hill & Co., v. A. H. Kuhlemann Co., 
Md., 111 Atl. 471. 


72. Abandonment. — Abandonment of a 
trade-mark by the owner, which defeats his 
rights thereto, rests upon an intent to abandon 

—Ansehl v. Williams, U. S. C. C. A., 267 Fed. 9 


73. Vendor and Purchaser—Merchantable Ti- 
tle——-Though a purchaser cannot be compelled 
to take a doubtful title he cannot object to a 
title on account of a bare possibility that it wil! 
prove defective—Duncan v. Clore, Ky., 224 S 
W. 678. 

74. Wills— Comparison of Handwriting.— 
Testimony of handwriting experts that a will 
offered for probate is a forgery, if hesed oc: 
sound reasons and circumstances supporting 
that theory. may ve sufficient to overturn the 
testimony of subscribing witnesses that they 
saw the will executed.—O’Connor y. Slaker, 
Neb., 179 N. W. 401. 

75. Postponed Possession.—An instrument 
attested by three witnesses and in all respects 
in the form of a deed should, though it contains 
the words, “This deed goes into effect at the 
death of me and my wife,” be treated, not as 
a will, but as a conveyance passing title in 
praesenti with right of possession postponed 
till the death of the maker and his wife.-—-Craw- 
ford v. Thomas, Ga., 104 S. E. 211. 

76.——Repugnancy.—A_ testator cannot, in 
subsequent clauses in a will, impose limitations 
upon an estate bequeathed absolutely in the 
first instance.—Fies v. Feist, Ark., 224 g. W. 633. 

77. Revocation.—If a testator cancels or 
destroys a will with the present intention of 
making new disposition of his property, and 
the proposed new disposition fails to be carried 
into effect, the presumption in favor of a revo- 
cation by the canceling is repelled, and the 
will stands as originally made.—In re Marvin's 
Will, Wis., 179 N. W. 508 

78. Testamentary Capacity.—Disinheritance 
of children, or other persons having a strong 
claim on bounty, as grandchildren, is compe- 
tent to show mental incapacity to execute a 
will, and generally to show the state of tes- 
tator’s mind.—In re Hinton’s Will, N. C., 104 
S. E. 341. 

79. Testamentary Capacity.—It is essential 
in the creation of testamentary trusts that the 
testator adequately indicate by the terms of 
his will his intention to create such a trust by 
using language sufficient to sever the legal from 
the equitable estate, and with certainty “identify 
the beneficiari¢s and the property out of which 
the trust is to take effect.—Randolph v. Wil- 
kinson, Ill, 128 N. E. 525. 

80. Witnesses— Former Conviction.—In a 
prosecution for conspiracy, it was not error to 
permit a witness to testify for the government 
over the objection that he had theretofore been 
convicted of a felony.—Ammermann v. United 
States, U. S. C. C. A., 267 Fed. 136. 
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the domicile of a married woman—the older 
view, 4. ’ ; 
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other, 88. 

the domicile of separated spouses, 464. 
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the relation between legal aid work and 
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partition between life tenant and remainder- 
men, 342 
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pany agent and signed by applicant for 

insurance, 69. 
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under c. i. f. contracts, 189. 
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liability to third person of contractor agree- 
ing to indemnify city for injury, 470. 


NEGLIGENCE, 
trespass by child as defense in action for 
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gent, 318. 
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trespass by child as defense in action for 
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what is an obscene publication, 170. 
PARTITION, 
partition between life tenant and remainder- 
men, 342 


PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, 
malpractice, 395. 
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the super-constitution, 97, 163. 
sovereign powers of constitutional govern- 
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control of coal mines by the state—is it the 
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right of assignee to enforce specific per- 
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a under the Fourteenth Amendment, 


wanted: a remedy against unjust taxation, 


115. 
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situs of income for taxation, 199. 

some recent income tax decisions of the 
Treasury Department, 463. 
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renewal of a joint lease, 243. 


THEFT INSURANCE, 
sufficiency of proof of theft to recover on 
theft policy, 388. 


TORTS, 
action for tort by one spouse against the 
other, 
trespass by child as defense in action for in- 
jury from attractive nuisance, 126. 


TRIAL, 
is right of trial by jury taken away by a 
law which authorizes a new trial on ques- 
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care required of trustees in investing trust 
funds, 389. 
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uniform procedure, 144. 
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junction, 255. 





Foreign Judg- 


Attachment—Conditional Sale, 73; 
Ground of, 91; 


ment, 183; Fraud, 291, 437; 


Safety Deposit, 219; Service, 347;. Special 

Execution, 237. 
Attorney and Client—Advertising for Business, 
7; Assignment, 347. Attorney’s Lien, 291; 


Compensation, 37; Compromise, 329; Con- 

fidential Relation, 291; Contingent Fee, 201, 

347; Disbarment, 273, 311; Discharge, 329; 

Dismissal by Latter, 473; Duress, 419; Lien, 

147, 473; Settlement of Attorney, 73; Undue 

Influence, 111; Withdrawal, 37. 
Auctions and Auctioneers—Bid, 347. Stifling Com- 
petition, 401. 


Bailment—Burden of Proof, 129; Enlarging Lia- 


bility, 255; Mutual Benefit, 291; Reasonable 
Care, 129. Special Contract, 91. 
Bankruptcy—Advances by Trustee, 55; Assign- 


ment for Benefit of Creditors, 165; Attorney 
Fee, 237; Avoiding Transfer, 17; Bulk Sales 
Law, 17; Check to Officer, 37; Composition, 55, 
73, 147; Computation of Time, 473; Condi- 
tional Sale, 147; Creditor Defined, 55; Cred- 
itors Secured, 55; Deceit, 129; Discharge, 
183, 237, 388, 455, 473; Equitable Lien, 37; 
Equitabie Rights, 129; Estoppel, 183, 237, 
311. False Statement, 201, 455; Federal Rail- 
road Control, 165; Forfeiture, 237, 437; 
Fraudulent Conveyance, 437; Homestead, 91; 
Improvements, 55; Injunction, 365; Insur- 
ance, 17; Jurisdiction, 91, 111, 437; Malicious 
Injury, 219, 237; Moral Obligation, 165; Part- 
nership, 91, 291; Preference, 129, 273; Prin- 
cipal Pursuit, 401; Proof of Claim, 383; 
Provable Debt, 183; Purpose of Statute, 237. 
Referee, 147; Reversion to Bankrupt, 255 
Revocation of Discharge, 55; Salaries, 1 
Special Judgment, 183; Subrogation, 55 
Summary Jurisdiction, 383; Summary Pro 
ceedings, 291; Transfer, 37; Trover, 91: 
Trustee, 455; Trustee’s Title, 91; Unpaid 
Stock, 91; Voluntary Bankruptcy, 437. 


n ay bab 


Banks and Banking—Admission of Signature, 
17; Agency, 165. Assignment of Assets, 111; 
Business Reputation, 383; Certificate of De- 
posit, 91; Certifying Check, 17; Clearing 
House, 111; Depositor, 55, 347; Evidence, 37; 
Fictitious Payee, 73; Forgery, 219; Letter of 
Credit, 365; Notice of Dishonor, 55; Right 
to Apply Deposit, 91; Slander of Business, 
147; Special Damages, 273; Special Deposit, 
365; Ultra Vires, 147. 


Bastards—Impeaching Verdict, 455. Presumed 
Legitimacy, 219; Putative Father, 237. 


Bigamy—Indictment, 37. 


Bills and Notes—Acceleration, 291; Acceptance, 
37; Attorney Fees, 17; Bona Fide Holder, 
255; Certificate of Deposit, 255; Check, 291; 
Circumstantial Evidence, 255; Conditional 


Acceptance, 147; Consideration, 111, 147, ws; 
Debtor and Creditor, 165; Demand, 129; 

mand Note, 165; Estoppel, 201, 273, 291; 
eign Corporation, 55; Fraudulent Represen- 
tations, 455. Guarantor, 73; Ignorance of 
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Law, 291; Indorser, 383; Instructed Verdict, 
101;’ Joint and Several Obligors, 383; Joint 
Principal, 311; Mortgage, 111; Negotiability, 
111, 183, 201, 329, 437; Notice, 55; Notice of 
Dishonor, 237; Notice of Fraud, 37; Order 
of Signing, 311; Parol Evidence, 473; Pay- 
ment, 311; Presentation and Demand, 183; 
Unauthorized Surrender, 401; Usury, 1665. 
on Received, 219; Words and Figures, 
37. 


Boundaries—Adjoining Owners, 17; Description, 
329, 347; Meander Line, 55. 


Breach of Marriage Promise—Damages, 183. 
Bribery—Tender of Money, 17. 


Brokers—Burden of Proof, 73, 473; Cash Sale, 
473; Certificate of Stock, 347; Commissions, 
56, 437; Compensation, 311; Diligence, 311; 
Dividing Commission, 219; Dual Agency, 165; 
Dual Character, 73; ‘Duty of,, 73; E xclusive 
Agency, 255, 383; Fidelity to Principal, 92, 
183. Fiduciary Relationship, 129; Good Faith. 


201; Irrevocable Agency, 74; Procuring 
Cause, 165, 437; Procuring Customer, 437; 
Rents, 147; Revocation of Agency, 219; Sale 
by Owner, 437; Scope of Agency, 183; 
Tender, 329; Termination of Agency, 56. 

Burglary—Allegata and Probata, 329; Common 
Law, 255; Specific Intent, 255. 

Cancellation of Instruments—Cross-Bill, 184; 
Equity, 455; Purchase Money, 473. 


Carriers of Goods—Bill of Lading, 166, 311, 365, 
437; Burden of Proof, 365. Carmack Amend- 
ment, 219; Claim of Loss, 37; Commerce Act, 
201; Common Carrier, 473; Concurring Neg- 
ligence, 255; Diverting Route, 473; Draft 
with Bill of Lading, 166; Facilities, 111; 
Forwarding Agent, 219; Gratuitous Bail- 
ment, 401; Last Carrier, 74; Lawful Seizure, 
237; Limitation: of Liability, 184; Notice to 
Carrier, 383. Perishable Property, 18, 74, 184, 
291; Preference, 111; Special Damage, 56, 
347; Special Interest, 201; Unreasonable 
Charge, 219; Variance, 311; Wrongful De- 
livery, 474. 


Carriers of Live Stock—Caretaker, 
mack Amendment, 311; Commission Mer- 
chant, 129; Delay, 347; Inherent Vices, 219; 
Interstate Commerce, 347; Rest for Feeding, 
111; Suitable Cars, 92; Time Tables, 273. 
Verbal Agreement, 201. 


166; Car- 


Carriers of Passengers—Alighting, 37, 184; As- 
sisting Passenger, 37; Diligence, 111; Duty 
of Passenger, 455; Duty to Children, 129; 
Elevator, 56; Estoppel, 311;-Gratuitous Pas- 
senger, 92; Insane Passenger, 111, 329; 
tent to Board, 129; Invitee, 365; 


In- 
Last Clear 


Chance, 74, 237. Obvious Danger, 237; Pro- 
tection by Carrier, 329, 347; Proximate 
Cause, 383; Public Policy, 274; Punitive 
Damages, 365; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 201, 383; 


Right of Way, 365; Rule of Evidence, 291; 
Solicitation, 347; Waiver, 329. 


Cemeteries—Invitee, 274. 


Certiorari—Judicial Discretion, 237; Prerogative 
Writs, 220; Quashing Writ, 291; Return, 220; 
Writ of Review, 347. 
Champerty_ and Maintenance—Soliciting Employ- 
ment, 7 


Charities—Beneficiaries, 147. Cy-Pres, 220; De- 
feat of Trust, a om 18, 237; Legacy, 
292; Trust Fund, 


Chattel Mortgages—Apprehension of Mortgagee, 
166; Bill of Sale, 18; Burden of Proof, 255; 
Condition Broken, 56; Conditional Sale, 92, 
311; Constructive Notice, 129; Conversion, 
220; Crops, 329, 348; Default, 166; Descrip- 
tion, 274, 348. Law of Place, 366; Original 
Parties, 312; Relation Back, 37; Validity Be- 
tween Parties, 129. 





Collision—Avoidance of, 419; Concurrent Negli- 
gence, 419; Narrow Channel, 348; Privileged 
Vessel, 348; Rules of Navigation, 383. 


Commerce—Employe, 74; Employers’ Liability 
Act, 220; Excise Tax, 38; Food and Drugs 
Act, 438; Interstate Freight, 147; Reparation, 
74; Taxation, 438. Telegram, 201, 455; Tele- 
gram Relayed, 329. 


Compromise and Settlement—Consideration, 111; 
Old Contract, 130; Part Payment, " 


Confusion of Goods—Intentional Wrongdoing, 
184. 

Conspiracy—Circumstantial Evidence, 455; Com- 
mon Design, 312; Concert of Action, 438; 


Husband and Wife, 18; 
455; Overt Acts, 38; Strike, 


Conspirators, 92; 
Lawful Purpose, 


238. 
Constitutional Law—Arbitrary Power Non-De- 
legable, 419. Classification, 312; Due Process 


of Law, 201; Eminent Domain, 348; Immunity 
from Taxation, 74; Initiative and Referen- 
dum, 111; Lawful Business, 92; Nullifying 
Contracts, 92; Ordinance, 112; Pension, 419; 
Pleadings, 38; Police Power, 220, 329, 348; 


Political Right, 366. Quasi Contracts, 329; 
Regulation of Utility, 74; Rules of Court, 
419; Taxation, 112; Uniform Legislation, 
329. 


Contempt—Criminal Contempt, 366; _— and 
Indirect, 312; Safety Deposit, 220 


Contracts—Ambiguity, 292, 330; Arbitration, 112; 
Comity, 166, 220; Competency to Contract, 
238; Consideration, 18, 92, 292, 330, 348, 366. 
Construction, 130; Countermand, 292; Coun- 
ter Proposal, 366; Doubtful Claim, 166; En- 


tirety, 238; Evidence, 112; Excusing Per- 
formance, 74; Executed Contracts, 147; Ex- 
tra Work, 238. Illegal Consideration, 274; 
Illegality, 184, 474; Implied Contract, 166; 


Inconsistent Clauses, 92; Inconsistency, 383; 
Indivisibility, 56; Invalidity, 256; Legality. 
148; Lex Loci Contractus, 74; Meeting of 
Minas, 220, 238, 474; Mental Capacity, 366. 
Merger, 148, 312; Modification, 74, 238; Mu- 
tuality, 148, 166, 256, 312, 401, 474; Offer and 
Acceptance, 18, 419; Option, 383; Oral Modi- 
fication, 112. Ousting Jurisdiction, 238; Per- 
formance, 238; Performance Impossible, 456; 
Place of Contract, 330; Practical Construc- 
tion, 53; Preliminary Agreement, 330; 
Privity, 401; Publie Policy, 130, 184, 238, 456; 
Reasonable Time, 18; Reduction to Writing, 
184; Rescission, 274, 348, 366. Restraint of 
Trade, 274; Right of Contract, 74; Seal, 238; 
Severability, 43%; Several Considerations. 
92; Stifling Competition, 92; Superseding, 92; 
Subsequent Acts, 74; Substantial Perform- 
ance, 56, 384. Suspension of Right, 474; 
Tender, 56; Termination, 456; Third Party, 
384; Time of ate tak ak 438; Unilateral, 
201, 330; Waiver, 92, 238, 


Conversion—Equity, 18, 130; Implication of Law, 
56; Lapsed Legacy, 384; Personalty, 456. 


Corporations—Accepting Benefits, 148; Account- 
ing by Stockholder, 238; Action, 384; Ad- 
vertising Contract, 112; Attorney and Client, 
112; Bill of Sale, 202; Cancellation, 292; Cap- 
ital Stock, 92; Certificate of Stock, 112; 
Check in Favor of Officer, 184; Collusion, 
401; Comity, 220; Compensation to Director, 
256; Consideration, 274; Contractual Power, 
148; Defunct Corporation, 202; Directors, 
274; Directors as Trustees, 292; Dissolution, 
166, 220, 274; Dividends, 74. Domicile, 148; 
Dual Agency, 812; Estoppel, 148, 438; Fidu- 
ciary, 292; Foreign Corporation, 166, 184, 202, 
274, 401; Forfeiture, 112; Fraud, 292; Good 
Wiil, 419; Holding Out, 330; Implied Author- 
ity, 74; imputability, 456; Income Tax, 92; 
Indictment, 366; Insolvency, 112; Internal 
Management, 312; Intervention by Stock- 
holder, 130; Laches, 220. Libel and Slander, 
456; Lien on Stock, 56; Minority Stockhold- 
ers, 256; Misappropriation, 401; Mismanage- 
ment, 56; Nominal Damages, 419; Nonasses- 
sability, "18; Notice, 456; Notice of Equity, 
130; Option, 274; Parties to Suit, 456; Part- 
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nership, 256; Pleadings, 274; Primary Lia- 
bility, 238; Priority, 456; Promise by Organ- 
izer, 438. ‘Promoter, 148, 274; Property Re- 
ceived, 184; Ratification, 184; Receivership, 
438. Repurchase of Stock, 401; Salary to Offi- 
cers, 238; Sale by Stockholder, 184; Secret 
Instructions, 220; Set-Off by Stockholder, 
238; Slander, 438; Sole Stockholder, 474; 
Stock Certificate, 166; Stockholder, 202, 438 

Stockholder’s Liability, 92, 438; Sehcanelon. 
74; Subscription, 419; Trading Corporation, 
348; Transfer of Stock, 366. Ultra Vires, 184, 
330; Unpaid Subscriptions, 38; Waiver, 38. 


Counties—Implied Power, 130. 


Courts—Comity, 184, 348; Dictum, 312; Jurisdic- 
tion, 130, 148, 401; Rule of Property, 220; 
Stare Décisis, 130, 148, 456; Waiver of Juris- 
diction, 401. 


Covenants—Benefit of Third Person, 348; Breach, 
130; Building Restriction, 148, 274; Eviction, 
238; Incumbrance, 18; Injunction, 74; Lex 
Rei Sitae, 18; Outstanding Lease, 166; ‘Para- 
mount Title, 238. Restrictions, 238, 312; Run- 
ning With Land, 202. 


Crtanines Law—Accessory, 130; Accomplice, 92; 
456; Accused as Witness, 474; Acquittal 

oy ‘eames, 456; Admission, 384; Aiding and 
Abetting, 184, 202; Alibi, 474; Amending 
Judgment, 92; Appeal and Error, 56, 292; 
Arraignment, 130; Assignments of Error, 
330; Attempt, 166; Autrefois Acquit, 220; 
Books of Account, 312; Certainty, 220. Cir- 
cumstantial Evidence, 366; Claim of Right, 
220; Confession, 74, 130, 292, 438; Conspi- 
racy, 38, 74, 184, 256, 474; Corpus Delicti, 
56, 312, 366. Corroboration, 92, 312, 348; 
Deaf Mute, 92; Discretion, 348; Discharge of 
Jury, 292; Embezzlement, 456; Entrapment, 
220; Evidence, 148, 401; Expert Testimony, 
330; Extra Judicial Confession, 202; Falsus 
in Teno, 93. Former Acquittal, 274; Former 
Conviction, 348, 438; General Objection, 419; 
Good Character, 184, 292; Guilty Knowledge, 
184; Harmless Error, 456; Hearsay Evidence, 
166: Husband and Wife, 256; Illegal Seizure, 
38; Illegal Warrant, 401; Impeachment, 18, 
330; Indeterminate Sentence, 221; Indict- 
ment, 112; Insanity, 456; Instructions, 18, 
148; Intent, 56, 292, 456; Jeopardy, 330. Mis- 
demeanor, 56; Mixed Jury, 56; Newly Dis- 
covered Evidence, 419; Objection to Evi- 
dence, 438; Photographs, 112, 274, 292; Plea of 
Not Guilty, 112; Police Power, 130; Presump- 
tion of Right Conduct, 221; Principal Second 
Degree, 419; Procuring Another, 202; Rea- 
sonable Doubt, 18; Relevancy, 38; Reputa- 
tion of Accused, 166; Second Offense, 402. 
Self Defense, 221; Self Serving Statement, 
18; Sentence, 456; Separate Counts, 274; 
Separation of Jury, 256; Silence, 402; Sim- 
ilar Crimes, 348; Similar Instances, 312; 
Speed Law, 402; Statutes, 130; Statutory 
Offense, 74; Stenographer, 112; Striking Out 
Evidence, 402; Suspending Judgment, 384; 


Witness, 312. Void Judgment, 348; With- 
drawal of Plea, 202, 456. 
Crops—Potential Existence, 184. 
Curtesy—Estoppel, 184; Joint Deed, 130. 
Customs and Usages—Imputability, 384; Parol 


Agreement, 420; Repairs, 148; Trade Signifi- 
eance, 348; Universal Custom, 420. 


Damages—Agegravation, 274; Breach of Contract, 
456; Burden of Proof, 184; Disfigurement, 
74; Barning Capacity, 312; Exact Calcula- 
tion, 185; Exemplary Damages, 148; Future 
Earnings, 420; Intervening Cause, 474; 
Liquidated, 56, 130. Loss of er. 18; 
Measure of, 221; Mental Anguish, 166; Mini- 
mize, 330; Mitigation, 112, 202; Parent and 
Child, 166; Penalty, 56, 292, 420; Preventing 
Performance, 420; Profits, 112; Punitive, 221; 
Special, 292, 438; Speculative, 148; Stipu- 
lated, 348. 


ee eee, 74; Right of Property, 
ae 





Death—Comity, 402; Contributory Negligence, 
388; Damages, 238, Earnin Capacity, 
185; Eye-Witness, 166, 221, 366; Presumption 
of, 56; Punitive Damages, 256; Services of 
Wife, 38; Survivorship, 185. 


Dedication—Abutting Owner, 74; Common Law, 
148; Easement, 420; Fee Reserved, 474; Im- 
plication, 112; Offer and Acceptance, 330; 
Offer to Dedicate, 56; Plat, 56, 74, 238, 274; 
Public Way, 456. 


Deeds—Burden of Proof, 384. Cancellation, 57, 
330; Condition Preced ent, 256; Condition 
Subsequent, 148, 166, 275, 366; Confidential 
Relation, 185; Defeasance, 18; Delivery, 93, 
238, 256, 275, 366; Fee Blanks, 166; Fraud, 
292: Grantee Not Named 130; Grantor, 384; 
Habendum Clause, 256, 348; TInadequacy of 
Consideration, 256: Lex Loci Sitae, 202; Love 
and Affection, 256, 275; Mental Impairment, 
93. Mutual Mistake, 238; Possession, 38; 
Prior Conveyance, 420; Repugnancy, 456; 
Reservation, 185; Rule in Shelley’s Case, 185; 
Special Finding, 474; Undue Influence, 185, 
pte Voluntary Deed, 130; Words of Inheri- 
ance, 4 


Depositions—Parts of, 457. 


Descent oat Distribution—Comity, ‘185; Intent 
in Will, 166; Pretermitting Heir, 75; Testacy, 
402; Valine of Estate, 330. 


Discovery—Equity, 349. 


Disorderly House—Character of Visitors, 18; 
Knowledge of Proprietor, 292. 


Divorce—Abandonment, 18, 130, 202; Alimony, 
38, 93, 130; Common Law, 312; Community 
Property, 366; Constructive Desertion, 221; 
Cruelty, 112, i48; Custody of Child, 93, 330; 
Defamation, 38; ‘Domicile, 112, 202: duca- 
tion of Child, 256; Equal Fault, 112, 312; 
Equity, 18; Estoppel, 38; Extreme Cruelty, 
256; Indignities, 18, 420: Interlocutory De- 
cree, 148; Judgment, 474; Jurisdiction, 93; 
Recrimination, 185; Remarriage, 474; Repel- 
ling Advances, 221; Restitution of Alimony, 
38; Separate Property, 349. 


Domicile—Living Place, 238; Residence, 256. 


Dower—Divorce, 202; Inchoate Dower, 275; Pro- 
tection of Widow, 221. 


Easements—Additional Burden, 93; Adverse Pos- 
session, 57; Grant, 75; Implication, 384; Im- 
plied, 349; Implied Reservation, 93; License, 
202; Non-User, 185; Permissive Use, 474; Pre- 
scription, 366; Quitclaim Deed, 256. Reser- 
vation, 38; Right of Way. 457; Severance 
of Estate, "93; Title, 384; Way Appurtenant, 


Ejectment—Mesne Profits, 256; Paper Title, 130. 
Elections—Judges, 292. 


Election of Remedies—Conclusiveness, 239; Def- 
inition, ms Estoppel, 185; Master and Ser- 
vant, 112 


Electricity—Due Care, 330; Licensee, 438; Mo- 

nopoly, 221; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 366. 
Embezzlement—Bailee, 384; Burden of Proof, 
112. Defined, 384. 


IXminent Domain—Consequential Damages, 438; 
Delegated Power, 366; Description of Prop- 
erty, 366; Discontinuing Proceeding, 18; 
Easement, 75; Estoppel, 349; Implication, 
384; Public Use, 349, 402; Reservation, 366; 
Riparian Owner, 166; Tort, 474; United 
States, 438. 


Equity—Benefit From Wrong, 202; Bill of Re- 
a") 275; Complete Relief, 474. ‘Clean Hands, 

, 256; Court of Conscience, 402; Copyright, 

384: Day in Court, 292; Discretion, 438; i- 
vorce, 439; Doubie Recove ery, 221; Equal 
Equity, 275; Fraud, 75, 149; Jurisdiction, 18, 
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239, 457; Laches, 57, 292, 457; Maxims, 402; 
Mistake, 457. Mistake of Fact, 75; Multifar- 
iousness, 149; Multiplicity of Suits, 402; Ref- 
erence to Master 402; Supplemental Bill, 
384; ‘sa Hands, 2 239; Unliquidated Dam- 
ages 2 


me —Conatiten of Delivery, 239; Waiver, 


Estates—Conditional Fee, 257. 
Estoppel—Abandonment, 202; Acceptance of 
- enefit, 49; After Acquired Title, 202; 
Cause of Action, 93; Change of Ground, 38; 
Defined, 185. Disclaimer of Interest, 149; 
Duress, 439; Fraud, 330; Inconsistent Plead- 
ing, 474; Inducement to Act, 474; Legal Lim- 


itations, 185; Misrepresentation, 384; Na- 
ture of Waiver, 38; Partition, 93; Silence, 
tg oan 439; United States, 384; Waiver, 
202, 221. 


Evidence—Bills and Notes, 367; Building Re- 
strictions, 457. Burden of Proof, 330, 402; 
Common Knowledge, 257; Consideration, 330; 
Conspiracy, 149; Contradiction, 131; Corrob- 
oration, 149; Date of Contract, 57; Declara- 
tion of Agent, 75; Declaration of Decedent, 
384; Depositions, 75; Estoppel, 75; Expert 
Testimony, 349, 420, 457; Foreign Judgment, 
221. Good Faith, 385; Inference from Facts, 
312; Judicial Notice, 131, 149, 221, 275, 312, 
367; Memorandum, 167; Mortality Tables, 
257; Muniments of Title, 457; Parol Agree- 
ment, 312; Possibility, 38; Prima Facie, 38; 
Purchasing Power, 221; Res Gestae, 367; Sui- 
cide, 93; Varying Instrument, 185. 


Exchange of vie swig cee 57. Inadequacy 
of Consideration, 202 


Execution—Purchaser at Sale, 292. Redemption, 

19; Void Judgment, 293. 

Executors and Administrators — Appointment, 
330; Attorney Fee, 293; Business of Dece- 
dent, 293. Chattel Mortgage, 330; Claim, 330; 
Distribution, 93; Eminent Domain, 130; Fidu- 


ciary, 75; Foreign Administrator, 149, .:67; 
Foreign Executor, 293; Fraud, 130; Gratui- 
tous Service, 367; Heirloom, 330; Implied 


Powers, 112; Independent Executor, 93; Set- 
tlement, 112; Specific Legacy, 293; Statement 
of Claim, 167; otemporary Administrator, 367; 
Trust Fund, 257; Void Order of Sale, 221. 


Explosives—Contributory Negligence, 149. 
Extradition—Fugitive 


from 
Jurisdiction, 349. 


Justice, 131, 149; 


Factors—Definition, 149. 


False Imprisonment—Aiding and Abetting, 474; 
Arrest, 112; Punitive Damages, 312. 


False Pretenses—Bogus 


Check, 57. 
Game, 185. 


Confidence 


Fixtures—Elevator, 330; ag) ee 38; Person- 
alty, 113; Removal, 113, 


Franchises—Strict Construction, 75. 


Fraud—<Attorney Fees, 19; Damages, 57; Deceit, 
75; Estoppel, 185; False Representations, 185; 
Méasure of Damages, 57; Misrepresentation, 
367; Pleading and Practice, 385; Proximate 
Cause, 167. Rescission, 113; Representations 
of Existing Facts, 93. 


Frauds, Statute of—Acceptance of Goods, 38; 
Assignment of Lease, 439; Deed in Escrow, 
149; Executed Contract, 167; Future Deliv- 
ery, 312; Guardian and Ward, 313; Memo- 
randum, 38, 420, 457; Oral Agreement, 202, 
239, 336; Order Blank, 221; Parol Agree- 
ment, 131; Part Performance, 131; Past Per- 
formance, 385. Performance Within Year, 
93; Printed Name, 57; Real Estate, 113; Real 
Property, 385; Sale of Land, 221; Sufficient 
Memorandum, 330; Waiver, 113. 








Fraudulent Conveyances—Acquiescence, 131; At- 
tachment, 239; Existing Creditors, 19; Fol- 
lowing Proceedings, 57; Husband and Wife, 
19; Insolvency, 385. Intent, 474; Mental Pur- 
pose, 57; Preference, 93, 149; Presumption 
of Fraud, 131; Purchaser at Public Sale, 
167; Solvency,. 185; Stock in Trade, 202; 
Vendee, 293. 


Gaming—Future Delivery, 313, 457; Wager Con- 
tract, 293. 


Garnishment—Defense by Garnishee, 221; Insur- 
ance Company, 402; Municipal Corporation, 
402; Ownership of Draft, 330. Public Pur- 
pose, 57. 


Gas—Excess Tax, 38; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 331. 


Gifts—Conditional Promise, 167; Delivery and 
Acceptance, 221; Expression of Desire, 420; 
Mental Condition, 420; Present Conveyance, 
221; Presumption, 113. 


Good Will—Sale of, 131; Trade Names, 39. 
Grand Jury—Judicial Function, 257. 


Guaranty — Absoluteness, 221; Acceptance, 39, 
349. Ambiguity, 221; Consideration, 331; 
Contribution, 149; Laches, 331; Resort to Se- 
curity, 131. 


Guardian and Ward—Final Accounting, 149; 
Mingling Funds, 313; Suspension of Power, 
293. 


Habeas Corpus—Extradition, 475; i Sn 
221; Sanity, 420; Void Judgment, 


Health—Police Power, 131, 402. 


Highways—Law of Road, 57, 367; Purpresture, 
239. Regulation, 331; Speed Regulation, 149; 
Surface and Sub-Surface, 131; Waiver, 313. 


Homestead—Abandonment, 149; Abandonment of 
Wife, 75; Alienation, 113; ‘Beneficial Owner, 
331; Defined, 57, 402; Lien, 402; Mortgage, 
420: Occupation, 420. Tenants in Common, 
75. 


Homicide—Administration of Poison, 439; Appre- 
hension of Damages, 293; Character of Ac- 
cused, 167; Conspiracy, 313; Corpus te oe 
420; Deadly Weapon, 367; Defense, 113; 
fense of Another, 331. Degrees, 131; eine 
Declarations, 185, 203, 457; Escape from 
Injury, 93; General Reputation, 149; Indirect 
Cause, 278; Instructions, 19; Justifiable, 293; 
Lower Degree, 313; Malice, 331; Manslaugh- 
ter, 349. Motive, 131; Peaceabie Character, 
203; Provocation by Words, 239; Reckless 
Driving, 349; Resisting Arrest, 149; Rob- 
bery, 313; Self-Defense, 39, 149; Variance, 


. 


Husband and Wife—Abandonment, 39; Action by 
ife, 239, Agency of Husband, 367; Agency of 
Wife, 367; Alienation of Affections, 293; 
Chose in ‘Action, 475; Coercion, 239; Com- 
munity weemeesys 19, 93, 149, 167, 203, 331; 
Consortium, 239 Contract by Husband, 185; 
Criminal Conversation, 349. Emancipation of 
Wife, 39; Entirety, 185; Estoppel, 93; Fraud, 
149, 457; "Inchoate Right, 367; Joint ‘Tenancy, 
75, 402 ; Maintenance, 457. Pre- Nuptial Agree- 
ment, "313; Public Policy, 221; Reconcilia- 
tion, 167; Separate Property, 257; Separation, 
sey Survivorship, 19; Temporary Alimony, 


Indians—Jurisdiction, 275. 


Indemnity — Consideration, 402. Contribution, 
367; Evidence, 239; Insurance, 131; Joint 
Tortfeasor, 185; Notice, 313. 


Indictment and Information—Amendment, 39; 
Date of Offense, 275; Principal and Acces- 
sory, 19. Quashing, 420. 
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Infants—Compromise, 75. Custom, 293; Disaffirm- 


ance, 57; Emancipation, 331; Ratification, 
331; Rescission, 94, 
Innkeepers—Liability, 313. ° 


Injunction—Adequate pemnety. i; Apprehen- 
sion, 367; Attorney’s Fees, 4 439; Boycott, 
421; Contempt, 39; Equity, 28, 349; Foreign 
Jurisdiction, 19; "Good Will, 239; Indirect 
Contempt, ‘457; Intimidation, 403; 
Union, 75; Loss Without Injury, 439; Man- 
datory, 457. Multiplicity of Suits, 421; Pick- 
eting, 349, 439; Technical Right, 75; ‘Threat 
of Injury, 367: Trade Union, 203; Trespass, 
150; Use of Photograph, 131; Violation of 
Covenant, 239; Void Statute, 167. 


Inspection—Foreign Corporation, 403. 


ene ee of Policy, 331. Agency, 
3; Assignment, 367; Beneficial Association, 
167; Breach of Contract, 39; Se of Proof, 
293; Change of Beneficiary, 19, 29 Chattel 
Mortgage, 257; Condition Pressaiek 150. 
Consideration, 150, 349; Construction of 
Contract, 203, 439; Delivery of Policy, 113; 
Designation of Beneficiary, 39; Divorce, 239; 
Dual Agency, 293; Estoppel, 19, 131. Exten- 
sion of Premium, 421; Fire Insurance, 93; 
Eye Witness, 457; Forfeiture, 19, 113, 150, 
293; Fraternal Society, 131, 403; Garage, 475; 
Health Policy, 150. Indemnity Company, 167, 
293; Insurable Interest, 57, 457; Iron Safe 
Clause, 19; Liability Insurance, 475; Limita- 
tion of ‘Actions, 39; Location of Property, 
167; Misrepresentation, 421, 457; Murder of 
Insured, 39. Mutual Indemnity, 439; Notice 
Implied, 167 Parol Assignment, 222; Practi- 
cal Construction, 93; Premium, 203; ’Proof of 
Loss, 185; Proximate Cause, 94, 349; Refor- 
mation, 293; Reinsurance, 257; Scope of 
Agency, ny "Statute of Limitations, 167; Sui- 
cide, 57, 349; Time of Essence, 222 Total 
Oheahilites "35: Waiver, 75, 113, 367, 475; 
Witness, 403. 


Interest—Accrual of, 113; Demand, 22 
331; Unliquidated Damages, 222 


2; Statute, 


Internal Revenue—Stock Dividend, 457. 


Intoxicating Liquors—Aiding and Abetting, 421; 
Scienter, 349; Seizure, 131. 


Joint Adventures—Cestui Que Trust, 439. 


Judges—Disqualification, 367; Exercising Func- 
tions, 331. 


Judgment—Clerical Error, 39; Contradiction of, 
203; Correction, 57; Default, 39; Election of 
Remedies, 457; Equitable Powers, 403; Es- 
toppel, 75; Evidence, 275; False Return, 313; 
Foreign Judgment, 275; ‘Homestead Exemp- 
tion, 367; Interlocutory Decree, 439. Invalid- 
ity, 331; Modification, 293; Nuisance, 439; 
Opening ‘Default, 457; Partial Conclusiveness, 
421; Partial Judgment, 39; Plea in Bar, 403; 
Primary Liability, 385; Record Entries, 403; 
Specific Performance, 313; Statutory Motion, 
403; Vacation, 475 


Judicial Sales—Confirmation, 331. 


Jury—Right of Trial by, 150; Trial by, 131; Vi- 
cinage, 239. 


Landlord and Tenant—Abandonment, 57; Agree- 
ment to Lease, 131. Assignment, 39; Attorn- 
ment, 293; Breach, 475; Common Use of 
Stairway, 113; Constructive Evidence, 167; 
Contingent Interest, 293; Damages, 275; Dis- 
pute of Title, 457; Election, 19; Estoppel, 
113, 349; Eviction, 222; Forfeiture, 421; 
Gambling Purpose, 257; Invitee, 203; ‘Lease, 
257, 385; Lessee, 113; "Light and Air, 131. 
Notice of Possession, 257; Occupancy, 331; 
Option to Renew, 421; Performance by Ten- 
ant, 421; Quiet Enjoyment, 367; Relief from 
Forfeiture, 203; Rental, 222; Repairs, 39, 
239, 475; Restrictions, 19; Seizure of Prop- 
erty, 39; Subletting, 57; Surrender, 150, 167; 
Tenancy, 113; Tenant at Sufferance, 457. Ten- 
ancy at Will, 19, 167; Underletting, 257. 





Larceny—Circumstantial Evidence, 385; Intent, 
9, ee 39; Unexplained Posses- 
sion 


Libel and Slander—Actionable, 75; Candidate, 
-275; Defamatory Words, 239; Good Faith, 
331; oe ng 2 and Malice, 458; Justification, 
293: Malice, 294; Mitigation of em a 
Pleading, 113; Presence of Officer, 203. Priv- 
ilege, 439; Privileged Communication, 150; 
Qualified "Privilege, 475; Reputation, 257: 
Slander of Title, 19; Special Damages, 257. 


Liens—Equitable Lien, 19. 


Life Estates—Improvements, 475; Power of Dis- 
position, 475; Remainderman, 94. 


Limitation of Actions—Accrual of Action, 275, 
; Accrual - fer = 185; Acknowledgment 
of Debt, 475; ment, 94, 150; Assump- 
tion of Liability. £86: Chaitel Mortgage, 275. 
Discovery of Fraud, 458; Installment, 113; 
Promise in Writing, 239; Secret Profits, a: 
State, 131; Stipulation, 385; Surety, 275 
Tolling Statute, 67, 267. 


Logs and Logging—Deed, 458; Forfeiture, 403; 
Interest in Land, 257. 


Malicious Prosecution—Abuse of Process, 94, 
349; Advice of Counsel, 313; Clouding Title, 
349; Definition, 75. Former Acquittal, 239; 
Judgment as Bar, 57; Injury and Loss, 150; 
Probable Cause, 167, 203, 403. 


Mandamus—Adequate Remedy, 203; Injury by, 
se Official Duty, 294; Prima Facie Title, 


Maritime Liens—Needs of Vessel, 421; 
struction, 403. 


Recon- 


Marriage—Annulment, 421, 439; Burden’ of 
Proof, 331; Celebration, 167; Ceremony, 257; 
Civil Contract, 167; Cohabitation, 421; Com- 
mon Law, 132; Confidential Relationship, 
421; Fraud, 58. Invalidity, 313; Mutual Con- 
sent, 19; Ratification, 39; Removing Imnedi- 
ment, 203; Voidable Contract, 


Marshaling Assets—Election, 186. 


Master and ryeee—toneping Benefits, 203; 
Agency, 19; ———_s of Risk, 19, 39, 132, 
313, 349, 367, 403, 439; Burden of Proof, 
Conduct of Business, 222; Consideration, 257; 
Contributory Negligence, 313, 7, 3: 
Course of Dealing, 167; Course of Employ- 
ment, 19; Delegated Duty, 403; Dependency, 
350; Disobeying Rule, 75; Employment, 132, 
168; Estoppel, 203; Hiring Out Servant, 421; 
Hours of Service Act, 275; Imputability, 113, 
132; Incompetent Fellow Servant, 85. 
Independent Contractor, 222, 294, 475; 
Industrial Commission, 350; Knowledge of 
Danger, 203; Lessening Dama e, 367; Loss 
of Foot, 458: Master’s Care, 39; Master’s 
Direction, 350; Meeting of Minds, 257; 
Methods of Business, 439; Mitigating Dam- 
ages, 168. Negligence, 150, 313; Negligence 
of Master, 385; Negligence per se, 475; Nom- 
inal Damages, 76; Non-Delegable Duty, 182; 
Obvious Danger, 113; Ostensible Agency, 
113; Parent and Child, 168; Presumption of 
Care, 458; Private Instruction, 76; Promise 
by Master, 168; Proximate Cause, 257, 475; 
Relationship, 186; Respondeat Superior, 203, 
239, 331; Safe Place, 39, 368, 385; Safety 
Appliance, 40; Third. Party, 76. Vigilant ose, 
403; Violation of Rules, 20; Volunta 
posure, 475; Warning, 58; ‘working. Place, 
350; Workmen’s Compensation Law, 20, 368, 
385, 403, 439; Wrongful Discharge, 203. 


Mechanic’s Liens—Filed Catement, Home- 
stead, 331; Husband and Wife, 


Mines and Minerals—Exclusive Possession, 186; 
Estoppel, 421; Following Vein, 294; For- 
feiture, 20, 368; Interest in Land, 20; Oil and 
Gas, 350; Oil and Gas Lease, 222. Option, 385; 
Optional Lease, 332; Necessar Develop- 
ment, 439; Relocation. 313; Sole Benefit, 350; 
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Surface and Subsurface, 


222; Surface Owner- 
ship, 203; 
332. 


Trespass, 421; Undue Influence, 


Money Received—Estoppel, 240. 


Mortgages—Acceleratin te rey 222; Assump- 
tion of Debt, 313, 4 Burden of Proof, 385; 
Consideration, 240; Deed, 458; Discharge, 
203; Foreclosure, 439; Inurement, 385. Junior 
Incumbrance, 350; Lien, 385, 475; Misdescrip- 
tion, 403; Note, 275; Notice of Possession, 
186; Parol Evidence, 257; Purchase Money, 
257; Redemption, 20, 458, 475; Renewal Note, 
332; Revivor, 58; Sale ‘Under Power, 385; 
Simultaneous Execution, 186; Trustee, 168: 
Tax Affidavits, 275. 


Municipal Corporations—Abutting Owner, 132. 
Avoiding Accident, 313; Boulevard, 222; 
Boundaries, 439; Condition Precedent, 204; 
Contributory Negligence, 403; Debt Limita- 


tion, 257; De Facto Officer, 458; Due Care, 
313: Governmental Power, 186; Height of 
Building, 294; Highways, 114; Incidental 


Purpose, 275; Indebtedness, 276; Invitee, 58; 
Law of Road, 368; Minimizing Cost, 132. 
Negligence Per se, 313; Ordinance, 386, 439; 
Police Power, 114; Prescription, 20; Raising 
Grade, 258; Subcontractors, 421; Subordinate 
Tribunals, 150; Traffic Ordinance, 258. 


Navigable Waters — Avulsion, 258; Riparian 
Owner, 58 

Negligence — Anticipation, 440; Appre- 
hension of Injury, 40; Children, 58; 
Comparative Negligence, 350; Concurrent 


Negligence, 294, 368; Contributory Negli- 
gence, 332, 350, 475; Escaping Peril, 222. Im- 
putability, 76, 314, 386; Intervening Act, 368; 
Invitee, 258, 394, 350; Joint Negligence, 114: 
Lex Loci, 204; Licensee, 76; Pitfalls, 314; 
Prima Facie Case, 204; Proximate Cause, 
76, 314; Reasonable Anticipation, 168; Res 
Ipsa Loquitur, 150; Standard of Care, 76, 
814; Trespasser, 332; Turn Table Doctrine, 
240. Undisputed Facts, 40. 


New Trial—Estoppel, 440; Quotient Verdict, 314; 
Reduction of Verdict, 386; Remittitur, 276; 
Restriction on Appeal, 276. 


Nuisance—Abatement, 94; Important Industry, 
332; Injunction, 332; Injury to Family, 94; 
Residential District, 186; Rights of Habita- 
tion, 58; Warning, 386. 

Oath—Nature of Defined, 314. 

Obstructing Justice—Resisting Officer, 421. 


Officers — Abolishment, 40; 
Knowledge, 132. 


Presumption of 


Parent and Child—Consent of Parent, 150; 
Emancipation, 386; Rights of Father, 20. 


Parties—Indispensability, 132; Necessary, 386. 
Partition—Cotenancy, 440. 


Partnership—Accounting, 58; Adoption of Con- 
tract, 421; Attorney and Client, 368; Com- 
pensation, 475; Creditor, 276; Fraud, 132; 
Holding Out, b22; Individual Liability, 94, 
404; Joint and Several Contract, 458; Land, 
58; Liability of Partner, 368; Profits, 76. 
Subrogation, 114; Undisclosed ‘Partner, 20. 

Party Walls—Custom, 132; Mutual Consent, 240. 

Patents—Abandonment, 458; 
350; Assignment, 214, 386; Combination of 
Elements, 332; Contributory Infringement, 
404; Essential Features, 421; Expert Testi- 
mony, 314; Imitation, 386; Infringement, 404; 
Interference, 332. Joint Action, 404; License, 
350; Pioneer Invention, 276; Profits, 276. 


Payment—Burden of Proof, 204; Duress, 258; 
Involuntary Payment, 404; Mistake of Fact, 
2. 


Anticipation, 276, - 





Perjury—lIssue, 475. 
ecg Against, 240; Vested Inter- 
est, 276, 294. 


Physicians and Surgeons—Confidential Relation, 
22; Regulation of Business, 204; Tort, 40; 
X-ray, 258. 


Pleading—Counts, 314; Demurrer, 458; Motion for 
Judgment, 475. 


Pledges—Lien, 368; Preservation of, 114. 


Principal and Agent—Accepting Benefits, 40, 
132. Agent’s Liability, 40; Apparent Author- 
ity, 204; Burden of Proof, 332; Considera- 
tion, 58; Declarations of Agent, 404, 422; 
Disclosed Principal, 240; Dual Agency, Bot 
Evidence, 404; Fictitious Payee, 422; del- 
ity, 114; Following Directions, 314; rit, 
386; Holding Out, 276; Liability of Both, 
276. Proof of Agency, 114; Profits by Agent, 
276; Proof of Agency, 20, 114; Ratification, 
258, 276; Retention of Benefits, 40, 258; Sale. 
386; Sales Agency, 76, 204; Scope of Agency, 
240, 476; Undisclosed Principal, 58, 240; 
Waiver, 94. 


Principal and Surety—Assumption of Defense, 
Pred Bank Employe, 114; Consent of Surety, 
150; Consideration, 40, 240; Discharge of 
Surety, 404. Extension, 40; Imputed Knowl- 
edge, 204; Intent, 150; Release of Surety, 
94; Substantial Breach, 20; Willful Misap- 
plication, 168. 


Property—Prima Facie Ownership, 168. 
Public Lands—Equitable Title, 222. 


Burden of 
Equity, 440; W eakness of Title, 


Quieting Title—Bar to Action, 458; 
Proof, 476; 
4. 


Quo Warranto—Maintenance of Action, 204. 

Railroads—Contributory Negligence, 440, 458; 
Director General, 476. Double Damages, 76; 
Fencing Track, 76; Franchise, 386; High- 
ways, 258; License, 132; Look and Listen, 
386; Police Power, 40; Priority of Right, 132; 
Proximate Cause, 132; Right of Way, 76; 
Setting Out Fire, 422; ‘Vigilant Watch, 150. 


Rape—Corroboration of Accomplice, 476; Statu- 
tory Crime, 314; Void Consent, 458. 


Ratification—Fraud of Agent, 294. 

Receivers—Appointment, 258. Certificates of In- 
debtedness, 276; Holding Corporation, 350; 
Personal Liability, 58; Waiver, 314. 


Reformation of Instruments—Intent, 204; Equit- 
able Remedy, 240; Equity, 94; Mistake, 422. 





Release—Acquittance, 168; Executed Agreement, 
20; Fraud, 150; Future Misconduct, 440. In- 
tention, 386; Joint Tort-Feasors, 204; Mental 
Incapacity, 94; Misrepresentation, 422; Repu- 
diation, 314; Rescission, 440. 


Religious Societies—Principal and Agent, 114. 


Remainders—Livery of Seisin, 20. 


Removal of Causes—Foreign Corporation, 276; 
Jurisdiction, 458. 


Robbery—Larceny, 294. 


Sales—Abandonment, 404; Acceptance of Order, 
14, 332; Act of God, 204; Anticipating 
Breach, 76; Bailment, 240; Breach of Con- 
tract, 150; Cancellation, 350; Caveat Emptor, 
258; "Conditional Sale, 114, 186, 386; Con- 
signee, 294; Conversion, 294; Counterclaim, 
386; Counter Offer, 168. Damages, 386; Di- 
visibility of Contract, 204; Delivery, 76; 
eae 276; Excuse for Nonperformance, 
332; Executory Contract, 94, 476; oO. 
76, 476; Food for Consumption, 132, 368: 
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Implied Warranty, 168, 186, 314, 422, 440, 476; 
Improvident Transfer, 58. Inspection, 276; 
Lien, 440; Loss in Transitu, 386; Minimizing 
Damages, 222; Mutual Promises, 94; Offer and 
Acceptance, 114. Option, 76, 240, 368; Passing 
of Title, 186, 204, 314; Payment by Check, 
240; Prior Breach, 422; Qualified Delivery, 
168. Refusal to Deliver, 222; Rejection, 332; 
Repurchase, 222; Reservation of Title, 476; 
Rescission, 20, 90, 150, 204; Right of Rejec- 
tion, 240; Samples, 20; Set-Off, 94; Sever- 
ability, 422; Special Damages, 314; Stoppage 
in Transitu, 314; Substantial Performance, 
368. Tender, 20, 314; Time of Essence, 314; 
Unexecuted Contract, 350; Waiver, 368, 422. 


Seduction—Bad Reputation, 40; Promise of Mar- 
riage, 258. 


and Separate 
Demand, 404; 


Set-Off and Counterclaim—Joint 
Liability, 186; Liquidated 
Pleading, 20. 


Shipping—Chartered Vessel, 386; Excepted Peril, 
ye 


404: Loss of Time, 422; Resulting Damage, 
386. 

Specific Performance—Damages, 258; Direction, 
168; Equity, 440, 458, 476. Judicial Discre- 


tion, 476; Misrepresentation, 186; Mutuality, 
76, 476; Option, 20; Outstanding Lien, 40; 
Parol Contract, 258; Rescission, 440; Sharp 
Practice, 168; Standing Timber, 168. Stat- 
ute of Frauds, 58, 258; Tender, 186; Vendor 
and Purchaser, 204. 


Statutes—Adoption from Other State, 204; His- 
tory of, 40; Practical Construction, 122; Re- 
peal, 114. 


Stipulations—Relief from, 458. 


Street Railroads—Concurring Cause, 40; Con- 
tributory Negligence, 258; Highway, 276. 
Negligence per se, 204; Presumption of Care, 
258; Reciprocal Rights, 94, 314; Use of 
Street, 258; Wanton Injury, 132. 


Subrogation—Defined, 276; Grant of Right, 258; 
Guaranty, 350; Public Improvement Com- 
pany, 186. 

Sunday—Contracts, 76. 


Taxation—Domicile, 350; Double Taxation, 240; 
Income, 40; Injunction, 40; Intangible Prop- 


erty, 276, 332; National Bank Stock, 258; 
Situs, 204, 458: Statutory Remedies, 332. 
and Telephones—Federal Decision, 


Telegraphs 
332. Governmental Control, 314. 


Tenancy in Common—aAcquisition of Title, 476; 


Co-Leases, 222; Entire Interest, 350; Re- 
formation of Deed, 186; Unities, 58. 
Tender—Conditional Surrender, 458. 
Time—Option, 294. 
Torts—Joint and Several Liability, 440; Joint 


Tortfeasors, 114. 
Towns—Ultra Vires, 440. 


Trade Marks and Trade Names—Abandonment, 
404, 476; Descriptive Terms, 40; Initials as 


Name, 204; Injunction, 294; Registration, 386; 
Restriction on Use, 294; Unfair Competition, 
114, 186, 240, 276. 

Wife, 332; Nominal 


Trespass—Husband and 


Damages, 422. 


Trial—Directed Verdict, 314, 368; Special Ver- 
dict, 368. 


Trover and Conversion—New Trial, 404; Owner- 
ship, 350. 


Trusts—Beneficiary, 440; Comity, 422. Comming- 
ling, 240; Commission, 386; Confidential Re- 
lation, 404; Conflict of Laws, 332; Deposit 
in Bank, 40; Dual Capacity, 240; Equity, 186; 
Income, 368; Notice of, 94; Resulting Trust, 


132, 168, 186; Revocation, 258; Selection of 
Agents, 258; Spendthrift Trust, 332, 386; 
Title of Trust, 186; Trustee, 114. United 


States, 368. 


Usury—Parol Evidence, 76; Corrupt Intent, 132; 
Evasion, 332; Pleading, 276. 


Purchaser, 
Posses- 


Purchaser—Bona Fide 
276; Exclusive 


Vendor and 
04; Consideration, 


sion, 222; Failure of Consideration, 40; 
False Representations, 332; Forged Deed, 


422; General Warranty, 76; Marketable Title, 
76, 476; Misrepresentation, 132; Mutuality, 
404; Mutual Mistake, 440; Notice, 114, 458; 
Notice of Rescission, 168; Offer of Perform- 
ance, 94; Paper Title, 168; Possession as No- 
tice, 240; Performance, 76; Reliance on Rep- 
resentation, 458; Rescission, 150, 422; Sus- 
pensive Condition, 58; Waiver, 422. 





Waters and Water Courses—Benetficial 
114; Injunction, 404; Percolating 
368; Servient Owner, 276; Surface 
140; Wrongful Diversion, 132. 


Purpose, 
Waters, 
Water, 


Wills—Accumulated Income, 
dence, 114; 
Proof, 58; 


222; Aliunde Evi- 
Attestation, 94, 204; Burden of 
Change of Domicile, 222; Com- 
parison of Handwriting, 476; Condition 
Precedent, 186; Confidential Relation, 440; 
Contestant, 222, 422; Construction, 20, 240; 
Date of Death, 368; Determinable Fee, 404; 
Domicile of Testator, 204; Executory Trust, 
168; Form of, 94; Illusions, 76; Incompe- 
tency, 332; Intent, 386, 422, 440; Interest, 
114: Last Will, 368; Lex Rei Sitae, 20; 
Next of Kin, 440; Nuncupative Will, 94; 
Oral Agreement, 168; Parol Evidence, 404; 
Partial Interest, 422; Perpetuity, 368; Post- 
poned Possession, 476; Pretermitted Heir, 
76, 294; Reformation, 58; Repugnancy, 132, 
422, 476; Reversion, 20; Revocation, 294, 476; 
Secondary Evidence, 368; Severability, 294; 
Signature, 258, 440; Specific Legacy, 94; 
Spendthrift Trust, 76; Suicide, 94; Supplying 
Defects, 204; Survivorship, 132, 168; Testa- 
mentary Capacity, 422, 476; Trust Estate, 
104; Trust Fund, 114; Undue Influence, 40, 


58, 168, 294, 422; Unexecuted Intent, 186; 
Vesting, 58, 294. 
Witnesses—Accused as Witness, 368; Cross- 





Examination, 20, 204, 440, 458; Former Con- 
viction, 476; Incrimination, 240; Inconsistent 
Statement, 58; Refreshing Memory, 114; 
Surprise, 114. 


Words and Phrases—Coal Tar, 404. 





| Work and Labor—Gratuitous Services, 168. 
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Ashley Cockrill. 
Coleman, Robinson 
& House. 
Marvin Harris. 
H. T. Harrison. 
Tom M. Mehaffy, 
D. D. Terry. 
Kinsworthy & 
Henderson. 
Sam M. Wassell. 
MENA. 
Minor L. Pipkin. 
B. J. Stewart. 
MONTICELLO. 
Adrian Williamson. 
MURFREESBORO 
Claude A. Rankin 
NASHVILLE. 
J. L. Butt. 
NEWPORT. 
Boyce & Mack. 
John W. Stayton. 
PARAGOULD. 
Huddleston, Fuhr & 
Futrell. 
PIGGOTT. 
L. Hunter. 
PINE BLUFF. 
W. F. Coleman. 
Taylor & Jones. 
W. T. Wooldridge. 
RUSSELLVILLE, 
J. T. Bullock. 
R. W. Holland. 
J. B. Ward. 
STUTTGART. 
Geo. C. Lewis. 
Harry E. Meek. 
TEXARKANA. 
John N. Cook. 
Thaddeus B. Vance. 
Frank S. Quinn, 
WASHINGTON. 
W. H. Etter. 


CATIFORNIA. 


BAKERSFIELD. 
. J. Emmons. 





BERKELEY. 
Herbert W. Clark 


N. Lindsay South. 


LONG BEACH. 
McCaughan & 
McCaughan. 
Swaffield & Swaf- 
field. 


LOS ANGELES. 
Harvey D. Cheney. 
Fredericks & 

Hanna. 
Gibson, Dunn & 

Crutcher. 
A. W. Hutton. 
Thomas C. Job. 
Frank James. 
E. E. Milliken. 
Nathan Newby. 
Paran F. Rice. 
Duke Stone. 
Frank Wisdom. 

NAPA. 

John T. York. 

OAKLAND. 

Carl H. Abbott. 

Chas. A, Beardsley. 

Harmon Bell. 

Jesse J. Dunn. 

R. M. Fitzgerald. 

Fred B. Hart. 

Eugene E. 
then. 

PASADENA. 
J. M. Kerr. 

PETALUMA. 
W. H. Early. 

RIVERSIDB. 
Cc. W. Benshoof. 
Adair & Winder. 

ROSEVILLE. 

J. B.. Gibson. 

SACRAMENTO. 

J. W. §S. Butler. 
Devlin & Devlin. 
Pat Johnson. 
Martin I. Welsh. 

SAN DIEGO. 
E. R. Bliss, Jr. 
F. W. Stearns. 

SAN FRANCISCO. 
W. M. Abbott. 
W. P. Bosley. 
F. P. Deering. 
Edward C. Harrison. 
Knight & Hegegerty. 
Lent & Humphrey. 
Augustin C. Keane. 
G. W. McEnerney. 
W. H. Orrick. 
F. W. Sawyer. 
Grant H. Smith. 
Paul C. Thorne. 
Owen 3 — Duyn. 
U. 8. 

SAN Samir 
S. C. Schaefer. 

SANTA ANA. 
Horatio J. Forgy. 


Trefe- 
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SANTA MARIA. 

F. J. Feeney. 
SOUTH PASADENA. 

Percy L. Edwards. 
STOCKTON 

A. H. Ashley. 
TULARE 

Cc. L. Russell. 
TURLOCK. 

R. R. Fowler. 
WILLOWS. 

Frank Freeman. 
YREKA 


Tapscott & Tapscott. 


COLORADO. 


ANTONITO. 
Ralph L. Carr. 
BRECKINRIDGE. 
Carl A, Kaiser. 
COLORADO SPRINGS. 
Norman M. Camp- 
bell. 
James A. Orr. 
DELTA. 
Mortimer Stone. 
DENVER, 
Perry Behymer. 
John T. Bottom. 
DB. N. Clark. 
Paul M. Clark. 
H. W. Danforth. 
Thos. J. Dixon. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 
W. R. Eaton. 
Goudy & Goudy. 
Horaee N. Hawkins. 
Philip Hornbein. 
Gerald Hughes. 
Frederick 
Henry. 
Henry "McAllister, Jr, 
Thos. J. O'Donnell. 
R. D. Recs. 
Howard S. Robert- 


son. 
es & Robin- 


Barnwell > Stuart. 

D. L. Web 
DURANGO, 
Reese McCloskey. 
FT. COLLINS. 

Frank J. Annis. 

R. W. Fleming. 

Fred W. Stow. 
FORT MORGAN 

Walter S. Coen. 
GRAND JUNCTION. 

W. S. Furman. 

S. M. Logan. 

Guy V. Sternberg. 
GREELEY. 

F. J. Green. 

Wm. H. Thompson. 

Charles D. Todd. 
IDAHO SPRINGS. 

Fred P. Starke. 
JULESBURG. 

Roy T. Johnson. 
LA JUNTA, 

Clyde T. Davis. 
LAMAR. 

ap & Horn, 
ORDWA 

Mast & “Meikle. 
RIFLE. 

Elam B. Underhill. 
TELLURIDE. 

L. WwW. — 
TRINIDA 

teres "B. Erick- 

son. 

WALDEN. 

Geo. J. Bailey. 





AMPA. 
Gilbert A. Walker. 


CONNECTICUT. 
BRIDGEPORT. 

Cullinan & Cullinan. 

Albert a Merritt. 
HARTFOR 

John F. eanss. 

John J. Dwyer. 

Jacob Schwolsky. 
MYSTIC. 

Benjamin H. Hewitt. 
NEW BRITAIN. 

Henry Nowicki. 
NEW HAVEN. 

James E. Wheeler. 
NEW LONDON. 

Max Boyer. 

Arthur B. Calkins 

H. A. Hull. 

Arthur T. Keefe. 

Thos. E. Troland. 
STAMFORD. 

Frederick C. Taylor. 
WATERBURY. 

T. F. Carmody. 

John H. Cassidy. 

Chas, G. Root. 


DELAWARE. 


WILMINGTON. 
John P. Nields. 
H. H. Ward. 


DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON. 

John S. Barbour. 
Geo. L. Boyle. 
Henry M. Foote 
Melville Church. 
c. L. Johnson. 
Forney Johnston. 
Chas. H. Le Fevre. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
Chapin Browne. 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Geo. C. Gertman. 
Thomas M. Henry. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Leckie, Cox & 

Sherier. 
Robert Proctor. 
F. S. Swindell. 
J. C. Robertson. 
Wayne B. Wheeler. 


FLORIDA. 
BARTOW. 
Geo. W. Oliver. 
H. i — 
CHIP 
yy Hutchison. 


COCOA. 
Gus C. Edwards. 
DAYTONA. 
Hamlin, Hamlin & 
Gardner. 
DE LAND. 
Stewart & Stewart. 


FORT LAUDERDALE. 


Maxwell Baxter. 
Elbert Kruse. 


J —: 


LLE. 
M. Cooper, Chas. 


wad & J. J. G. 
Cooper. 
John C. Cooper, Jr. 
Henry C. Clark. 
E. J. L. Engle. 
John E. Hartridge. 
Key. Adams & Rag- 


and. 
Miles W. Lewis. 
P. H. Odom. 
KISSIMMEE. 
G. P. Garrett. 
LAKELAND. 
Peterson & Carver. 





MARIANN. 

John H. ssier. 
MIAMI, 

Carl T. Hoffman. 

A. J. Rose. 

Bart A. Riley. 
ORLANDO. 


J. N. Hutchins. 

Massey & Warlow. 
PALATKA. 

A. H. Odom, 
PENSACOLA. 

Philip D. Beall. 

A. C. Binkley. 

W. A. Blount. 

Wm. Fisher. 

E. C. Maxwell. 

Watson & Pasco. 

R. P. Reese. 

W. B, Sheppard. 
PERRY. 

W. B. Davis. 
QUINCY. 

Jas. L. Davidson. 
ST. AUGUSTINE. 

G. W. Bassett, Jr. 

Geo. W. Jackson. 
SANFORD. 

Schelle Maines. 
SARASOTA. 

W. Y. Perry. 
TALLAHASSEE, 

W. J. Oven. 
TAMPA. 

Borchart - enmant. 

Wm. Hu 

McMullen ‘e “Pette- 

way. 

K. I. McKay. 

Wm. M. Taliaferro. 

John P. Wall. 

J. T. Watson. 


TITUSVILLE 


Jas. I. Mitchell. 


GEORGIA. 
ALBANY. 
Leonard Farkas. 
Claude Payton. 


G. R. Ellis. 

J. Lewis Ellis. 

T. O. Marshall. 
ATHENS, 

— Rucker & 


Claud Mahaffey. 

J. J. Strickland. 

H. C. Tuck 

ATLANTA. 

Reuben R. Arnold. 

Robert C. Alston. 

Brewster, Howell & 
Heyman. 

Geo. F. Gober. 

J. L. Mayson. 

Smith, Hammond & 
Smith. 

Albert E. Mayer. 

James A. Miller. 

Cc. L, Pettigrew. 

Alex W. Stephens. 

W. D. Thomson. 

Edgar Watkins. 

Geo. Westmoreland. 


eS. 
S. Cohen. 


Gra RB aeny 
Henry BS Jones. 
T. S. Lyons. 
BAINBRIDGE. 
H. G. Bell. 
BARNESVILLE. 
peep os J. Lester. 
BAXLEY. 
S. C. Crosby. 





BRUNSWICK. 
Daniel Webster 
Krauss. 
Max Isaac. 
CAMILLA. 
Peacock & Gardner. 
CANON. 
Don T. Barnes, 
CARTERSVILLE. 
. C. Henson. 
ciammmanehads: 
McMillan & Erwin. 
COLUMBUS. 
C. E. Battle. 
Love & Fort. 
Geo. C. Palmer, 
Slade & Swift. 
CORDELE. 
A. S. Bussey. 
F. G. Boatright. 
Crum & Jones. 
COVINGTON. 
Chas. C. King. 
DAWSON. 
W. H. Gurr. 
DUBLIN 
R. I. Stephens. 
ELBERTON. 
W. A. Nall, 
FITZGERALD. 
E. P. Keefer, 
Alex J. McDonald. 
GAINESVILLE. 
A. C. Wheeler. 
JASPER. 
Roscoe Pickett. 
JONESBORO. 
John B. Hutcheson. 
MACON. 
Chas. J. Bloch. 
Wm. W. Brewton. 
Chas. H. Hall. 
Harris, Harris & 
Witman. 
Sidney W. Hatcher. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
MONROE. 
Orrin Roberts. 
MONTEZUMA. 
Jule Felton. 
MONTICELLO. 
Greene F. Johnson. 
MOULTRIE. 
R. J. Lewis. 
OCILLA. 
Rogers & Rogers. 
PRESTON. 
J. F. Souter. 
ROCHELLE. 
Harry A. Hodges. 
ROME. 
Linton A. Dean. 
SAVANNAH. 
S. B, Adams. 
Robert L. Colding. 
Lawton & Cunning- 
ham. 
Jacob Gazan. 
Peter W. Meldrim. 
O’Byrne, Hartridge. 
& Wright. 
Geo. W. Owens. 
T. P. Ravenel. 
Russell & Gignilliat. 
SOPERTON. 
D. R. Jackson. 
STATESBORO. 
R. L. Morse. 
Stee 
A. B. Lovett. 
SWAINSBORO, 
I. L. Price. 
F. H. Saffold. 
THOMASTON. 
James R. Davis. 
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TIFTON 
Fulwood & Hargrett. 
TOCCOA. 
John H. Davis & 
Son. 
WAYCROSS. 
James F. Morgan. 
Parks & Reed. 
Wilson & Bennett. 
WAYNESBORO. 
Brinson & Hatcher. 
Emory R. Price. 
WRIGHTSVILLE. 
A. L. Hatcher. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
HILO. 
Russell 
son. 
HONOLULU. 
Brown, Cristy & 
Davis. 
Wm. T. Carden. 
Thompson & 
Cathcart. 
Ambrose J. Wirtz. 
LIHUE. 
Philip L. Rice. 
WAILUKU. 
E. R. Bevins. 


& Patter- 


IDAHO. 
AMERICAN FALLS. 
oO. R. Baum. 
BOISE CITY. 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
Oppenheim & Lam- 
pert. 
CALDWELL. 
Judson A. Elston. 
COUER D'ALENE. 
M. G. Whitney. 
COUNCIL. 
L. L. Burtenshaw. 
IDAHO FALLS. 
O. A. Johannesen. 
BE. A. Owen. 
LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Chas. H. Chance. 
Eugene A. Cox. 
Leo McCarty. 
Daniel Needham. 
MONTPELIER. 
D. C. Kunz. 
MOSCOW. 
Scott Ogden. 
NAMPA 
D. L. Rhodes. 
J. A. Partridge. 
OAKLEY. 
W. L. Dunn. 
POCATELLO. 
Jos. E, Harvey. 
Peterson & Coffin. 
RIGBY. 
Cc. A. Bandel. 
RUPERT. 
H. A. Baker. 
E. R. Dampier. 
SANDPOINT. 
Herman H. Taylor. 
E. W. Wheelan. 
ST. MARIES. 
E. N. La Veine. 
TWIN FALLS. 
W. P. Guthrie. 
E. V. Larson. 


ILLINOIS. 
ALTON. 
B. J. O'Neill. 
AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler. 
Peffers & Wing. 








BELLEVILLE. 
Albert B. Ogle. 

BELVIDERE. 

P. H. O’Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
Chas. M. Buck. 

A. BE. & R. C. De 
Mange. 
Jesse E. Hoffman 

CARLYLE. 

Hugh V. Murray. 
H. G. Weber. 

CARMI. 

Chas. T. Randolph. 

CARTERVILLE. 

H. G. Gallimore. 


CARTHAGE. 
Charles J. Scofield. 
Hartzell & Cava- 
naugh. 


CHAMPAIGN. 
R. S. Bauer. 

CHICAGO. 
J. W. Alderman. 
E. A. Aborn. 
Edmund D. Adcock. 
Jos. A. Ambrosius. 
Ashcraft & Ashcraft 
F. L. Boyd. 
Aug. Binswanger. 
Buell & Abbey. 
H. G. Colson, 
E. S. Cummings. 
Thos. Dent. 
F, B. Ebbert. 
Robert L. Elliott. 
Ray F. Feagans. 
Timothy J. Fell. 
Chas. J. Gallagher. 
Ben F. Goldstein. 
John R. Guilliams. 
Milton Hart. ' 
Roy M. Harmon. 
Henry M. Hagan. 
Hennings & Thulin. 
Andrew Humme- 

land. 

John L. Hopkins. 
John H. Kay. 
Jas. C. McMath. 
Chas. J. Michal. 
John S. Miller. 
H. W. Norton. 
Perry Patterson. 
Pomeroy & Martin. 
Joseph A. MclIner- 


ney. 
James C. McShane. 
A. W. Martin. 
M. A. Mergentheim. 
Edwin A, Munger. 
Nicholas A. Pope. 
F. P. Read. 
A. A. Rolf. 
Mark R. Sherman. 
Shortall & Murison. 
E. M. Solomon. 
R. B. Scott. 
J. A. Shannon. 
Rosenthal, Hamill 
& Wormser. 
Edgar B.-Tolman. 
Chas. J. Trainor. 
Morris A. Weinberg. 
Cc. F. Wiehe. 
Winston, Strawn 
& Shaw. 
Harris F. Williams. 
DANVILLE. 
Lindley, 
Lindley. 
DWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 
DECATUR. 
Fannie A. Bivans. 
Baldwin & Carey. 
Jesse L. Deck. 
E. E. Gibson. 
James A. Henson. 
H. C. Lualien. ~ 


Penwell & 








DIXON. 
John P. Devine. 
DOWNER’S GROVE. 

A. B. Snow. 

E. ST. LOUIS. 

Kramer, Kramer & 
Campbell. 
E. C. Zulley. 

EDWARDSVILLE. 
D. G. Williamson. 

ELIZABETHTOWN. 
James A. Watson. 

EVANSTON. 

Robt. H. Gault. 

FARMER CITY. 
Herrick & Herrick. 

FULTON. 

Cc. C. McMahon. 

GALESBURG. 
Williams, Law- 

rence, Green & 
Gale. 

GRANITE CITY. 
John B. Harris. 

HERRIN. 

A. D. Morgan. 

HIGHLAND PARK. 
John E. Conrad. 

JACKSONVILLE. 
Wm. N. Hairgrove. 
Wm. T. Wilson. 

JOLIET. 

P. Francis Boetto. 
Cowing & King. 

KANKAKEE. 

Smith & Marcotte. 
Alex J. Powell. 

LITCHFIELD. 

Paul McWilliams. 

MACOMB. 

Chas, I. Imes. 

MARION. 

Hosea V. Ferrell. 
Geo. B. White. 

MATTOON. 

Andrews & Real. 
Bryan H. Tivnen. 

MONMOUTH. 

R. J. Grier. 

OREGON. 

Jas. L. McDowell. 

OTTAWA. 

Jas. J. Conway. 
Rector C. Hitt. 

PEKIN. 

Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 

PEORIA. 

L. O. Eagleton. 
John Flannery. 
Chas. A. Kimmel. 

RANTOUL. 

Jas. F. Clark. 

ROCKFORD. 

A. D. Early. 
Cc. W. Ferguson. 
Robt. Rew. 
ROCK ISLAND. 
Albert Huber. 
Kenworthy, Dietz, 
Shallberg, Harper 
& Sennett. 

Stafford, Schoede & 
Stafford. 

RUSHVILLE. 

Lewis A. Jarman. 

SPRINGFIELD. 

W. W. Edwards. 

J. T. Garretson. 

Geo. B. & Geo. M. 
Gillespie. 

T. L. Jarrett. 

G. W. Murray. 

James Reilly. 

Harlington Wood 





STREATOR. 
G. H. Belford. 
Wm. H. Boys. 
Lloyd Painter. 

SYCAMORE. 

John Faissler. 

URBANA. 

W. G. Spurgin. 

WATSEKA. 

A. F. Goodyear. 
John P. Pallissard. 
Claude N. Saum. 

WAUKEGAN. 

Welch & Welch. 


WEST FRANKFORT. 


Frank E. Trobaugh. 


WOODSTOCK. 
David R, Joslyn. 


INDIANA. 


ANDERSON. 

J. A. Van Osdal. 
BROOKVILLE. 

Cecil C. Tague. 
CAMBY. 

Wendell Rawlins. 
COLUMBUS. 

John Rynerson 
CRAWFORDSVILLE. 

Benj. Crane. 
ELKHART. 

Verne G. Cawley. 

Cc. C. Raymer. 
EVANSVILLE. 

Funkhouser, Funke 

houser & Markel. 

Henry T. Harcin. 

H. W. Kamman. 

Welman & Darby 
FORT WAYNE. 

Breen & Morris, 

Emrick & Emrick. 

Samuel M. Hench. 
FRANKFORT. 

Thos. M. Ryan. 
FRANKLIN. 

White & Owens. 
GARRETT. 

F. A. Nash. 
GARY. 

John O. Bowers. 

Leonard W. Felker. 
GOSHEN. 

A. S. Zook. 
GREENCASTLE. 

B. F. Corwin. 
GREENSBURG. 

John F. Goddard. 

Rollin A. Turner. 

Wickens & Osborn. 
HAMMOND. 

Bomberger, Peters 

& Northland. 

F. Crumpacker. 

E. G. Sproat. 
HUNTINGTON. 

Milo M. Feightner. 

Sumner Kenner, 


INDIANAPOLIS. 
James E. Bingham. 
Bingham & Bingham 
Clarence A. Call. 
Milton L. Clawson. 

INDIANAPOLIS. 

Earl R. Conder. 
Charles E. Cox. 
Lehman & Faust. 
Que A. Forshan. 
Geo. W. Galvin. 
Frank L. Glass. 


Frank L. Littleton. 
Emil C. Stroeh. 
Harold Taylor. 
W. W. Thornton. 
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mage P. Turk. 

D. E. Watson. 
Geo. W. Young. 
INDIANA HARBOR. 
W. J. Murray. 

KNIGHTSTOWN. 
a Newby & Newby. 
Pa KNOX. 
‘ Chas. H. Peters. 
KOKOMO. 
Bell & * Kirkpatrick. 
Jos. C. Herron. 
LAFAYETTE. 
Gaylord & Sills. 
W. H. Parkinson. 
Chas. A. West. 
LAWRENCEBUR&. 
Estal G. Bielby. 
LOGANSPORT. 
Arthur & Arthur. 
Chas. E. Hale. 
MISHAW AKA. 
Enos E. Long. 
MUNCIE. 
Orr & Clark. 
NAPPANEE. 
Perry A. Early. 
NEW ALBANY. 
Geo. H. Hester. 
Geo. B. McIntyre. 
NORTH VERNON. 
Wm. Fitzgerald. 


PERU. 
Cox & Andrews. 
RICHMOND. 
Gardner, Jessup, 
Hoelscher & 
White. 


SOUTH BEND 


Edwin H. Sommerer. 
Thad M. Talcott, Jr. 


SPENCER. 
I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 
A. C. Owens. 
TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm. T. Douthitt. 
Caldwell & Duff. 
Otis Cook. 
Ora D. Davis. 


1..0. Piz. 
Williams & Moore. 


UNION CITY. 
Wm. W. Fowler. 
“VINCENNES. 
Curtis G. Shake. 
J. P. L. Weems. 
WARSAW. 
L. W. Royse. 


IOWA. 


ALBIA, 

John T. Clarkson. 
ALGONA. 

W. B. Quarton. 
BEDFORD. 

Flick & Flick. 

Frank Wisdom. 

Wm. M. Jackson. 
BOONE. 

Dyer, Jordan & 

Dyer. 


BURLINGTON. 
LaMonte Cowles. 
CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 
Cc. M. Parker. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Rickel & Dennis. 


CHARLES CITY. 
J. C. Campbell. 
CLINTON 
F. L. Holleran. 





XUM 


Redmond & Stewart. 





COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
Fremont Benjamin. 
Bert L. Dickason. 
John J. Ferguson. 
Kimball, Peterson & 


Smith. 
Tinley, Mitchell,, 
Pryor & Ross. 
CRESTON. 
Kenneth H. Daven- 
port. 
DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Chas. = 
DECOR 
H. F. Aparthell, 
DES MOINES. 
Bowen & Alberson. 
M. H. Cohen. 
Frank H. Dewey. 
Halloran & Starkey. 
Clyde Kirk, 
Mulvaney & Mul- 
vaney. 
Miller, Parker, Riley 
& Stewart. 
Clinton L. Nourse. 
Oscar Strauss. 
Sullivan & Sulli- 
van. 
S. G. Van Auken. 
Geo. Wambach. 
Geo. A. Wilson. 
Clark, Byers & Hut- 
chinson. 
Everett Brown. 
Ben J. Hitz. 
Jensen & Connolly. 
Chas. M. McDonnell. 
Clarence I. Spencer. 
J. C. Shoemaker. 
H. O. Vralsted. 
E. S. Warren. 
Chandler Wood- 
bridge. 
DUBUQUE. 
Robert W. Clewell, 
J. P. Frantzen. 
Kenline & Roedell. 
EMMETSBURG. 
McCarty & McCarty. 
ESTHERVILLE. 
F. J. Kennedy. 
FORT DODGE. 
Robert Healy. 
Hon. R. M. Wright. 
GREENFIELD. 
Frank B. Wilson. 
GRINNELL. 
Harold F. Beyer. 
HAWARDEN. 
Cc. E. Gantt. 
HUMBOLDT. 
D. F. Coyle. 
INDIANOLA. 
oO. C. Brown. 
IOWA CITY. 
Chas. M. Dutcher. 
LAKE PARK. 
W. J. Bock. 
LE MARS. 
P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 
F. M. Miles. 
LOGAN. 
Roy Havens. 
MANCHESTER. 
c. G. Yoran. 
MARION. 
F. L. Anderson. 
MARSHALLTOWN. 
E. N. Farber. 
Cc. H. Van Law 
NEVADA. 
Geo. C. White. 


NORTHWOOD. 
Carl O. Gunderson. 
Thos. A. Kingland. 








OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell & Devitt. 
H. B. McCoy. 

POCAHONTAS. 
Hudson & Hudson. 

RED OAK. 

R. W. Beeson. 

ROCKWELL CITY. 
8S. A. Frick. 

SHENANDOAH. 

Earl R. Ferguson. 

SIGOURNEY. 

Talley & Snaken- 
berg. 
SIOUX CITY. 
a ¥e Ww. 


A. ws “Hatt. 

Kass Bros. 

Robert B. Pike. 

Ben I. Salinger, Jr. 

Sears, Snyder & 

Gleysteen. 

Edw. E. Wagner. 
TAMA. 

J. W. 
TIPTON. 

W. G. W. Geiger. 
TOLEDO. 

J. R. Caldwell. 

Cc. E. Walters. 
WATERLOO. 

Edwards, Longley, 


Brack- 


Willett. 


Ransier & Harris. 


WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 
WINTERSET. 
S. A. Hays. 


KANSAS. 

ARKANSAS CITY. 

Fred Hurd. 

Cc. L. Swarts. 

L. C. Brown. 

Faulconer & Wright. 
ASHLAND. 

H. R. Daigh. 
ATCHISON. 

Ralph U. Pfouts. 
BAXTER SPRINGS. 

G. W. Staton. 
BELOIT. 

R. M. Anderson. 

Cc. L. Kagey. 

Frank A. Lutz. 
BLUE RAPIDS. 

Cc. D. Smith. 
CHANUTE. 

James A. Allen. 
COFFEYVILLE. 

W. E. Zeigler. 
COLDWATER. 

Jay T. Botts. 
COLUMBUS. 

I. N. Kuhn. 
COUNCIL GROVE. 

Edwin Anderson. 
ELLSWORTH. 

Samuel E. Bartlett. 
oS. 

EB. evans, 

, 2 NX. Smelser. 
FORT SCOTT. 

John H. Crain. 

A. M. Keene. 
FREDONIA. 

W. H. Edmundson. 

James N. Kennedy. 
HAYS 

E. C. Flood. 

Cc. M. Holmquist. 
HOXIE. 

Cc. L. Thompson. 
HUTCHINSON. 

Wm. H. Burnett. 

F. Dumont Smith. 





Taylor & Connaugh- 
ton. 
JEWELL. 
R. C. Postlewaite. 
JUNCTION CITY. 
Humphrey & 
Humphrey. 
U. S. Weary. 
KANSAS CITY. 
Cc. O. Littick. 
Wm. H. McHale, Jr. 
James M. Meek. 
T. F. Railsback. 
Stanley & Stanley. 
Chas. E, Thompson. 
Hon. W. H. 
McCamish. 
Brady & Mellott 
LA CROSSE. 
H. L. Anderson. 
Henry F. Herrman. 
LAWRENCE. 
L. H. Menger. 
A. B. Mitchell. 
Edw. T. Riling. 
LEAVENWORTH. 
Ben F. Endres. 
Floyd E. Harper. 
M. N. McNaughton. 
J. H. Wendorff. 
LIBERAL. 
V. H. Grinstead. 
LINCOLN. 
John J. McCurdy. 
MANKATO. 
Cc. Clyde Myers. 
MEADE. 

Cc. C. Wilson. 
MEDICINE LODGE. 
Seward I. Field. 
Noble, Tincher & 

Houck. 
NEWTON. 
Ezra Branine. 
OBERLIN. 
Noble & Noble. 
OSW EGO. 
Elmer W. 
RUSSELL. 
J. G Vogelsang. 
SALINA. 
W. B. Crowthers. 
Spencer, Buzick & 
Mulloy. 
J. A. Fleming. 
John H. Wilson, 
SCOTT CITY. 
Ed R. Bane. 
R. D. Armstrong. 
ST. MARYS. 
Maurice Murphy. 
SEDAN. 
Carl Ackarman. 
SMITH CENTER. 
L. C. Uhl & Son. 
TOPEKA. 
Harry W. Allen. 
Harry W. Colmery. 
P. H. Forbes. 
Blair & Lillard. 
Leonard S. Ferry. 
Monroe, Hursh, Sloan 
& Monroe. 
W. A. S. Bird. 
Richard J. Hopkins. 
% R. Hite. 
. M. Thomas. 
onae 
A. L. Perry. 
WELLINGTON. 
W. T. McBride. 
WICHITA, 
John W. Adams. 
Campbell & Camp- 


Columbia. 


Geo, Gardner. 
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Houston & Brooks. 

W. D. Jochems. 

D. W. Eaton. 

Stultz & Bryant. 

Chester I. Long. 

J. C. Shearman. 

I. H. Stearns. 

Vermilion, Evans, 
Carey & Lilleston. 

Thos. C. Wilson. 


WINFIELD. 
S. C. Bloss. 
A. M. Jackson. 


KENTUCKY. 


ASHLAND. 
Clyde R. Levi. 
Mont Walker. 
John W. Woods. 
BARDSTOWN. 
Nat W. Halstead. 
BENTON. 
E. L. Cooper. 
COVINGTON. 
James M. Roberson. 
DIXON. 
—— & Bilack- 
well 
FRANKLIN. 
W. R. Peebles. 
GLASGOW. 
W. L. Porter. 
HICKMAN. 
Stanley D. 
bridge. 
eT ee 
. McKenzie. 


Stem- 


srrwiies 
Cleon K. Calvert. 
JENKINS. 
H. L. Moore. 
LEXINGTON. 
Chester D. Ada 
Richard J. Colbert. 
Wm. C. G. Hobbs. 
Geo. R. Hunt. 
Shelby, Northcutt & 
Shelby. 
LOUISA. 
Fred M. Vinson. 
LOUISVILLE. 
James P. Brown. 
Wm. F. Clarke, Jr. 
William B. Eagles. 
H. B. Fleece. 
Clarence Dallam. 
J. F, O’Neal. 
P. Herbert Spencer. 
Henry J. Stites. 
Morton K. Yonts. 
Beckham Over- 
street. 
MADISONVILLE. 
Gordon, Gordon & 
Moore. 
MANCHESTER. 
A. T. W. Manning. 
MAYSVILLE. 
A. M. J. Cochran. 
Stanley Reed. 
MIDDLESBORO. 
John Howard, 
MOREHEAD. 
W. B. Proctor. 
se ggg ae 
Allen, Harris & Al- 
len. 
MT. VERNON. 
Cc. C. Williams, 


OWENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
O. L. Fowler. 
Albert B. Oberst. 

a ey 

. M. Philley. 


R 





PIKEVILLE. 
S. Marion Cecil. 
RICHMOND. 
John Noland. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
S. R. Crewdson. 
WILLIAMSBURG. 
H. Tye. 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA. 

J. W. Hawthorne. 
BATON ROUGE. 

R. L. Tullis. 
COVINGTON. 

B. M. Miller. 
CROWLEY. 

Claude L. Chappius. 


KLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 
FRANKLINTON. 
Ott & Johnson. 
LEESVILLE. 
Cc. E. Hardin. 
MINDEN. 
L. K. Watkins. 
MORGAN CITY. 
Chas. L. Wise. 
NEW ORLEANS. 
Caffery, Quintero, 
Gidiere & Brumby. 
Nicholas G. Carbajal. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
Dart & Kernan. 
J. C. Davey. 
Farrar, Goldburg & 
Dufour. 
Foster, Milling, Saal 
& Milling. 
Lewis R. Graham. 
E. H. pene. 
Chas. J. vet. 
McCloskey . Bene- 


dic 
Richard B. Mont- 
-gomery. 
John F. Tobin. 
RUSTON. 
— & Barks- 


SHREVEPORT. 
Thatcher & Welsh. 


WHITE CASTLE. 
Joseph Nicolosi. 


MAINE. 
BELFAST. 
Ralph I. Morse. 


BIDDEFORD. 
Geo. L. Bmery. 


CALAIS. 


Ashley St. Clair. 


CORNISH, 


Walter P. Perkins. 


FOXCROFT. 


Cc. W. Hayes. 


GORHAM. 


J. A. Waterman. 


LEWISTON. 


J. G. Chabot. 


MADISON. 


Cc. O. Small. 


POR 


TLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
Harry E. Nixon. 
Frank W. Robinson. 
H. P. Sweetser. 


PRESQUE ISLE. 
w. 


R. Roix. 


UMFORD. 
Albert Beliveau. 


WATERVILLE. 


Chas. W. Atchley. 


WESTBROOK. 
Wm. Lyons. 


BALTIMORE. 
J. Henry Baker. 
Walter L. Clark. 


Chas. F. Harley. 
— Hinkley. 


John Henry Skeen. 
ee me #7 
W. S. Cochrane. 
om, AIR. 
me H. Close. 
DENTO 


HAGERSTOWN. 
C. A. Little. 
Albert J. Long. 
Elias B. Hartle. 


Leon R. Yourtee. 
HYATTSVILLE. 
— Cc. Waters, 
r. 


John P. Briscoe. 
SALISBURY. 
F. Leonard Wailes. 
WESTERNPORT. 
Horace P. Whit- 
worth. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


ADAMS. 

Edwin K. McPeck. 
BOSTON. 

Frank W. Grinnell. 

Edwin A. Krauthoff. 

S. K. Hamilton. 

Adolph M. Schwarz. 
BRADFORD. 

Wilbert F. Barrett. 
BROOKLINE. 

Alfred D. Chandler. 
CAMBRIDGE. 

Prof. Roscoe Pound. 
FITCHBURG. 

John F. McGrath. 
a nw 

Wm. C. & E. J. Ford. 
LENOX “ 

c. J. Broderick. 


LOWELL. 
John J. Pickman. 
LYNN. 
J. W. Santry. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
James B. Carroll. 
WORCHESTER. 
Wm. C. Mellish. 
Chas, T. Tatman. 


MICHIGAN. 
ALPENA, 

I, S. Canfield. 
ANN ARBOR. 

M. J. Cavanaugh. 
Frank B. De Vine. 
BATTLE CREEK. 


Burritt Hamilton. 

Willard A. — 

John L. Mechem. 
BAY CITY. 

A. M. King. 

Robert H. Lane. 
CALUMET, 


Galbreath & McCor- 
mick. 








Hon. John J. Dobler. 


T. A. — en 


J. Augustine Mason. 


PRINCE FREDERICK. 


CROSWELL. 
George Fiott. 


DETROIT. 
Chas. L. Bartlett. 
Black & Black. 
Chas. F. Carney. 
Cc. J. Cole. 
Sidney S. Cole. 
Jos. H. Clark. 
E. S. Clarkson. 
R. M. Con 


John G. Cross. 

D. B. Duffield. 

Carl B. Grawn. 

Henderson, Connolly 
& Henderson. 

Wm. L. January. 

Keena, Lightner, Ox- 
toby & Hanley. 

bet O'Neill Kron- 


Fred. "A. Lehman. 

B. J. Lincoln. 
James McNamara. 
Harold R. Martin. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Ira F. Morgan. 

Paul Oren. 

J. Lawrence Prim- 
-Tose. 

Wm. S. Sayres, Jr. 

Newman Smith. 

Royal F. Sweet. 

Walters & Walters. 
Walter S. Wheeler. 

Whyte & Beyer. 

Ford M. Yokom. 


ESCANABA. 
H. J. Rushton. 
FLINT. 
Brownell, McBride 
Gault. 
Leo M. Church 
Van —— & 
Milla 
Carton, , & 
Stewart. 


GRAND HAVEN. 
Louis H. Osterhous. 
Walter I. Lillie, 

GRAND RAPIDS. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 
Reuben Hatch. 
Dorr Kuizema. 
Charles H. Lillie. 

IRONWOOD 
Waples & Waples. 

ITHACA. 

John W. Myers. 

KALAMAZOO. 

Cc. S. Carney. 

LANSING. 

Dean M. Kelley. 

MARQUETTE. 

Cc. F. Button. 

MENOMINEE. 

John O'Hara. 

MUNISING. : 
Richard E. O’Brien. 

OWOSSO. 

Miner & Miner. 

PAW PAW. 

A. Lynn Free, 


R. 
Robert J. Curry. 
ST. JOHN’S, 
Wm. M. Smith. 
MINNESOTA. 


ALBERT LEA. 

H. H. Dunn. 
ARGYLE. 

E. A. Brekke. 
BAGLEY. 

Oscar T. Stenvick. 





nor. 
Crandell & Tinkham. 
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BARNESVILLE. 
Curtis H. Pomeroy. 
BEMIDJI. 
Chas. W. Scrutchin. 
BLUE EARTH. 
D. L. Morse. 
BIRD ISLAND. 
Murray & Baker. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Godfrey G. Good- 
win. 
CHISHOLM. 
Alger R. Syme. 
DETROIT. 
P. C. Schroeder. 
DULUTH. 
F. T. Cuthbert. 


John G. Williams. 
Washburn, Bailey & 
Mitchell. 

FAIRMONT. 

Albert R. Allen. 

Cc. F. Gaarenstrom. 
FERGUS FALLS. 

Leonard Eriksson, 
GAYLORD. 

T. O. Streissguth. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Alfred L. Thwing. 


HAWLEY 
Hammett & Morton. 
ai ars. 
T. Collins. 
Philip M. Stone. 
LITTLE FALLS. 
A. H. Vernon. 


MADELIA. 
Carl J. Eide. 
MANKATO 


F. E. Morse. 
J. W. Schmitt. 


MINNEAPOLIS. 

Rome G, Brown. 

Davis & Michel. 

Trafford N. Jayne. 

F. B. Dodge. 

Fifield & Finney. 

Fowler, Schmitt, 
Carlson & fFur- 
ber. 

M. M. Joyce. 

John J. Martin. 

A. C. Middlestadt. 

Edward Nelson. 

E. A. Prendergast. 

James D. Shearer. 

Edw. Tenner. 

Paul , nen. 

S. R. Child. 

M. E. oe 

James E,. Ca 

Duxbury & Bissell. 

S. M. Finch. 

H. M. Halverson. 

Arthur M. Higgins. 

Walter H. Hennes- 
sey. 

James C. Melville. 

Lundeen & Lundeen. 

Seth Lundquist. 

Arthur E, Olson. 

John Ott. 

Powell, Carman & 
Cain. 

Rose & Brill. 

mom, © Safford, Ray & 


Jay W. ae. 
J.J. 7 

Olof L. “Bruce. 
John F. Bernhagen. 
Geo. M. Bleecker. 
Harry K. Bikson. 
John F. Byers. 


NEW PRAGUE. 
E. W. Komarek. 


ee. 


P. Gurley. 
M. J. Meeker. 





OWATONNA. 
Nelson & Nelson. 


ROCHESTER. 
‘Burt W. Eaton. 


REDWOOD FALLS. 
A. C. Doliiff. 

ST. JAMES. 
Albert Running. 


ST. PAUL. 
Alf. E. Boyeson. 
Pierce Butler. 
Davis, Severance & 
lds. 
Donald 8S. Doty. 
Milton P. Firestone. 
G. Loevinger. 
R. G. O'Malley. 
Edward P. Sanborn. 
Chas. E. Bowen. 
Frank M. Butler. 
Ferdinand Barta. 
Douglas, Kennedy & 
Kennedy. 
D. E. Dwyer. 
Peder M. Hage. 
Stephen C. Harholdt. 
Valdemar Hansen. 
A. J. Hertz. 
Chas. S. Hoff. 
Jos. J. Joyce. 
Harry S. Locke. 
Geo. L. Siegel. 
James F. McNeely. 
James Mattimore. 
B. F. Wooley, 
awe G. Wondra. 
S. Thompson. 
Essie W. Williams. 
a W. Willis. 
. W. Zollman. 


WARR 

Sulive ci Olson. 
WASECA. 

John Moonan. 

Chas. Spillane. 
WILLMAR. 

Chas. a Oberg. 
WINON. 

aoe” Abbott & 

msen. 
Henry M. Lamberton. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 

W. H. Clifton. 

G. J. Leftwich. 
BROOKHAVEN. 

T. Brady, Jr. 

P. Z. Jones. 
CORINTH. 

W. C. Sweat. 
FULTON. 

James M. Brown. 


ws eo 
B. Campbell. 

wimemene. 

Chas. Scott Brown. 

R. C. Cowan. 

W. M. Denny. 

Wm. E. Estopinal. 

John L. Heiss. 
GREENWOOD. 

R. C. McBee. 

Whittington & Os- 

born. 

HATTIESBURG. 

Currie & Smith. 

T. C. Hannah. 
JACKSON. 

BE. L. Trenholm. 

G. Garland Lyell. 

R. H. Thompson. 
LAUREL. 

W. S. Welch. 
LEXINGTON. 

BE. F. Noel. 
NATCHEZ 

A. H, Geisenberger. 





OKOLONA. 
R. J. West. 


PASCAGOULA. 
Chas. E. Chidsey. 


POPLARVILLE. 
Marion Morse. 


RALEIGH. 

T. J. Wills. 
RICHTON. 

E. C. Fishel. 
SHELBY. 

Thos. G. Jordan. 
ao 
W. D. Anderson. 
Robins & Thomas. 


VICKSBURG. 
T. G. Birchett. 
R. L. Dent. 
N. Vick Robbins. 
WIGGINS. 
W. C. Batson. 


WOODVILLE. 
D. C: Bramlette, Jr. 
Ackland H. Jones. 


MISSOURI. 


BROOKFIELD. 
H. J. West. 


CHILLICOTHE. 

L. A. Chapman. 
ae. 

a4 Plaster. 

oan 

J. Wiitiam Cook. 
FESTUS. 

Albert S. Ennis. 
GENTRY. 

W. F. Seevers. 
me yy 

J. R. Nicholson. 

W. D. Summers. 
HOUSTON. 

Barton & Impey. 
Robert Lamar. 
INDEPENDENCE. 
John H. Hardin. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 
Pope & Lohman. 

JOPLIN. 
J. C. Ammerman. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Henry D. Ashley. 
Murat Boyle. 
Edwin Camack. 

J. W. Dana. 

Hon. Thos. P. Fen- 
lon. 

Krauthoff, McClin- 
tock & Quant. 

Elliott H. Jones. 

Thad. B. Landon. 

Clement A. Lawler. 

W. H. H. Piatt. 

Grant I. Rosen- 
zweig. 

Cc. E. Small, 
Warner, Dean, Mc- 
Leod & Lang- 

worthy. 
Harry W. Durall. 
Ben R. Estill. 
Toby Fishman. 
P. J. Hodgins. 

. A. Knox, 

S. R. Layton. 
Mosriscn Nugent & 


ylder. 

H. T. Reiily, Jr. 

Omar E. Robinson. 

Simrall, Garnett & 

Burke. 

KIRKSVILLE. 

Ss. W. Mills. 
LEBANON. 

A. W. Curry. 

Phil M. Donnelly. 





MACON. 
Nat M. Lacy. 


MARYVILLE. 
— L. McDoug- 
al. 


MEXICO. 
W. W. Fry, Jr. 


MOBERLY. 

Hunter & Chamier. 
NEOSHO. 

Leo H. Johnson. 
PLATTE CITY. 

Jas. H. Hull. 
POPLAR BLUFF. 

Abington & Abing- 


ton. 
David W. Hill. 
RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 


ST. JOSEPH. 
Eastin & McNeely. 
Geo. W. Groves, 


ST. LOUIS. 

Hon. Shepard Bar- 
clay. 

Clarence A. Barnes. 

Arnim C. Beste. 

P. Taylor Bryan, 

Boyle & Priest. 

Carter, Collins & 
Jones. 

Cobbs & Logan. 

N. C. Collier. 

Edward D’Arcy. 

Marion C. Early. 

F. H. Eschman. 

W. F. Evans, 

Forrest G. Ferris. 

D, A. Frank. 

J. C. Fisher. 

Bernard Greens- 
felder. 

Claud D. Hall. 

Virgil Harris. 

Chas. M. Hay. 

Richard A. Jones. 

Jones, Hocker, 
Sullivan & Angert. 

Judson, Green & 
Henry. 

Chester H. Krum. 

J. F. Lee. 

Fr. W. Lehmann. 

P. P. Mason. 

Walter H. Nohl. 

John J. O’Brien. 

Paul T. Phiambolis. 

Muench, Walther & 
Muench. 

A. H. Robbins. 

Luther E. smith. 

Arthur Stahl. 

D. Upthegrove. 

John C. Vaughn. 

Percy Werner. 

Edw. J. White. 

H. C. Whitehill. 

Hon. Jas. E, With- 


row. 
Tyrrell Williams. 
Pleasant V. Wilson. 


SALEM. 
G. C. Dalton. 
SAVANNAH. 
Booher & 
Williams. 
SENATH. 
W. G. Bray. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
John H. Bradley. 
Hamlin & Hamlin. 
TARKIO. 
John A. Gurlash. 
TRENTON 
Platt Hubbell. 
TROY 


R. a Sutton. 
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VAN BUREN. ELMWOOD. NEVADA. BUFFALO. 
Garry H. Yount. J. A. Capwell. RENN. August Becker. 


MONTANA, 


BIG TIMBER. 
Chas. W. Campbell. 


BILLINGS. 
Collins, Campbell & 
Wood. 
E. E. Enterline. 
eer & Brown. 


e. 
Nichols " Wilson. 


BUTTE. 
John K. Claxton. 
J. E. Healy. 
H. A. Tyvand. 


DENTON 
John W. McC auley. 


FORSYTH. 
Geo. A. Horkan. 


GREAT FALLS. 
G. S. Frary. 
George E. Hurd. 
E. A. Lohrke. 
McKenzie & 

McKenzie. 

HAMILTON. 

R. A. O'Hara. 

HARLEM. 

R. V. Bottomly. 

HAVRE. 

H. S. Kline. 

HELENA. 

Wm. Scallon, 

KALISPELL. 

W. T. McKeown. 
Hans Walchi. 

LEWISTON. 
Edgar G. Worden. 
E. K. Cheadle. 

LIVINGSTON, 
Albert F. Allen. 
Miller & O’Connor. 

MELSTONE. 

J. P. P. Healy. 

MILES CITY. 

Geo. W. Farr. 

Cc. H. Loud. 

S. D. McKinnon. 

Sharpless Walker. 
PHILIPSBURG. 


Wingfield L. Brown. 


PLENTYWOOD. 

L. J. Onstad. 
ROUNDUP. 

Thos. J. M ccearsteias 
ot a 

A. Strout. 
WHITEFISH. 

Geo. L. Rynerson. 


NEBRASKA. 

ALLIANCE. 

Harry E. Gantz. 
ASHLAND. 

I. C. Buell. 
AURORA. 

M. F. Stanley. 
BEATRICE 

L. H. Laughlin. 
BEAVER CITY. 

Lambe & Butler. 
BROKEN BOW. 

N. T. Gadd. 
CHADRON. 

A. G. Fisher. 


Louis Lightner. 
DAVID CITY. 

B. A. Coufal. 
DAKOTA, 

George W. Leamer. 





FALLS CITY. 
R. C. James. 
FREMONT. 
Geo. L. Loomis. 
Abbott, Rohn & 
Robins. 


A= ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 
GERING. 

Curtis O. Lyda. 
HARTINGTON. 

B. Ready. 


HOLDREGE. 
W. A. Dilworth. 


KEARNEY. 
H. M. Sinclair. 
KIMBALL. 
Torgerson & 
Higgins. 
Wm. J. Ballard. 
—— 
G. W. Berge. 
L. C. Burr. 


Robert R.. Hahn. 

R. S. Mockett. 

Chas. S. Roe. 

Stewart, Perry & 
Stewart. 

Roy H. Walford. 

B. G. Westover. 


McCOOK. 
Scott & Scott. 
MINDEN. 
Lewis C. Paulson. 
a 
M. T. Post. 


NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 


OMAHA. 
Baker & Ready. 
Byron Clark. 


Crofoot, Fraser & 
Connolly. 

De La Matre & De 
La Matre. 

H. Fisher. 


J. A. C. Kennedy. 
J. P. Palmer, 
James E. Rait. 
Warren Switzler. 
Weaver & Giller. 
Arthur R. Wells. 
Gaines, Ziegler, Van 
Orsdel & Gaines. 
Gurley, Fitch, West 
& Hickman. 
Edward L. Bradley. 
John G. Kuhn. 
John M. McFarland. 
Guy R. C. Read. 
Wm. R. Patrick. 
J. J. Friedman. 
Stanley M. Rosewa- 


ter. 

Geo. B. Thummell. 

Everett C. Wilson. 
PAPILLION. 

H, A. Collins. 
PIERCE. 

M. H. Leamy. 
RISING CITY. 

Elwood S. Jones. 
SCHUYLER. 

W. I. Allen. 

George W. Wertz. 
SEWARD. 


. A. Cheney. 
eqniramne. 
H. P. Armitage. 
WEST POINT. 
Oo. C. Anderson. 
YORK. 
Geo. M. Spurlock. 





Geo. S, Brown. 
Hermon R. Cooke. 
James D. Finch. 
Robert Lewers. 
Samuel Platt. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CLAREMONT. 
H. W. Parker, 
CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 
DOVER. 
Raymond G. Brown. 
LACONIA. 
Stanton Owen. 
LANCASTER. 
Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 
MANCHESTER. 
Warren, Howe & 
Wilson. 
ROCHESTER. 
Leslie P. Snow. 
WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 
ATLANTIC CITY. 
U. G. Styron. 
BRIDGETON. 
Le Roy W. Loder. 


HOBOKEN. 
Stuhr & Vogt. 
JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 
Hartshorne, Insley & 
Vreeland. 
MORRISTOWN. 
George G. Runyon. 
Cc. F. Wilson. 
NEWARK. 

Claude D. Graton. 
James A. Harmon. 
SHREWSBURY. 
Theodore D. 

sons 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMAGORDO. 
Lee R. York. 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

Cc. M. Botts. 

O. N. Marron. 

Geo. C. Taylor. 

John Venable. 
CARLSBAD. 

S. D. Stennis, Jr. 
CLOVIS. 

Harry L. Patton. 
FORT SUMNER. 

H. R. Parsons. 
PORTALES. 

Geo. L. Reese. 
RATON. 

H. L. Bickley. 

J. ahy. 

oO. N. Phillips. 
ROSWELL. 

Hiram M. Dow. 

Reid & Hervey. 
SANTA FE. 

oo Neblett. 

H. F. Raynolds. 

SILVER CITY. 

Raymond R. 

Fr. W. Vellacote 
TUCUMCARI. 

James L. Briscoe. 


NEW YORK. 


BROOKLYN. 
Hugo Hirsh. 
Jos. Lampiase. 


Par- 





M. F. Dirnberger. 
Adelbert Moot. 
JAMESTOWN, 
E. W. Cordingley. 
Mott & Ottoway. 
NEW YORK. 
Alfonso Bivona. 
Henry B. Gayley. 
N. T. Guernsey. 
K. R. Owen. 
Noel Sargent. 
Geo. Urquhart. 
Everett P. Wheeler. 


I. Maurice Wormser. 


Frank V. Whiting. 

Cc. L. Williamson. 
SYOSSET. 

EB. L. Winthrop, Jr. 
SYRACUSE. 

D. A. Pierce. 
VERBANK. 

E. A. Ames. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
ASHEVILLE. 
Louis M, Bourne. 
Mark W. Brown. 
A. C. Chalmers. 
Martin, Rollins & 
Wright. 
Duff Merrick. 


McKinley Pritchard. 


CHARLOTTE. 

Marvin L. Ritch. 
DURHAM. 

Wm. G. Bramham. 
GREENSBORO. 

R. R. King, Jr. 
HIDDENITE. 

V. G. Beckham. 
FAYETTEVILLE. 
Q. K. Nimock. 

HIGH POINT. 


Roberson & Dalton. 


KANNAPOLIS. 

Otis A. Minton. 
KINSTON. 

Powers & Elliott 

Fred I. Sutton. 
LILLINGTON. 

J. R. Baggett. 
MADISON. 

Junius C. Brown. 
MARION. 

J. W. Pless. 
NEWBERN. 

A. D. Ward. 
RALEIGH. 

Murray Allen. 

Pou, Bailey, Pou. 
ROCKY MOUNT. 


W. S. Wilkinson, Jr. 


ROWLAND. 

W. E. Lynch. 
SHELBY. 

oo & Hoey. 
SPART 

Geo. Cheek. 
SWAN QUARTER. 

Cc. B. Spencer. 
WAKE FOREST. 

B. W. Timberlake, 

Jr. 

WALLACE. 

Geo. R. Ward. 
WASHINGTON. 

Wiley C. Rodman. 
WELDON. 


Ashley B. Stainback. 


WILSON. 
D. M. Hill. 
WILMINGTON. 
Thos. W. Davis. 
P. C. Smith. 
Isaac C. Wright. 





XUM 


a | 


sce! 


a 














CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 








WINSTON SALEM. 
Burton Craige. : 
S. Clay Williams. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


ARNEGARD. 

Adolph I. Haller. 
ASHLEY. 

A. A. Ludwigs. 
BEACH. 

R. F. Gallagher. 
BISMARCK. 

Benton Baker, 
DEVIL'S LAKE. 

Arthur R. Smythe. 
ENDERLIN. 

Chas. G. Bangert. 
FESSENDEN. 

B. F. Whipple. 
FARGO. 

Francis X. Kirsch. 


Lawrence & Murphy. 


Augustus Roberts. 


GRAND FORKS. 
Geo. A. 


Svenbjorn Johnson. 

W. A. McIntyre. 
HATTON. 

Chas. A. Lyche. 
JAMESTOWN. 

Cc. S. Buck. 

F. G. Kneeland. 

Oscar J, Seiler. 
LANGDON. 

E. E. Fletcher. 

G. Grimson. 
LARIMORE. 

Sam J. Radcliffe. 
LISBON. 

Kvello & Adams. 


Hugo P. Remington. 


MINOT. 

John E. Greene. 

F. J. Funke. 
McCLUSKY. 

Frank I. Temple. 
MOTT. 

Jacobsen & Murray. 
PORTAL. 

Cc. H. Marshall. 
RHAME. 

J. W. Lee, 
RUGBY. 

Paul Campbell. 
TOWNER. 
Albert Weber. 
TURTLE LAKE. 

Cc. L. Foster. 
VALLEY CITY. 

W. E. Grantham. 
WILLISTON. 

John J. Murphy & 

Ivan V. Metzger. 


OHIO. 


AKRON. 
Edwin W. Krouse. 
Dayton A, Doyle. 


ASHTABULA. 
Sheldon & Rinto. 
BELLAIRE. 

Cc. Cc. Sedgwick. 
Fred Spriggs. 
ee 

. Clay Huston. 
fat YAN. 
David A. Webster. 
CANTON. 
Austin Lynch. 





CINCINNATI. 

Bettinger, Schmitt 
& Kreis. 

Otway J. Cosgrave. 
Henry Baer. 
Johnson & Levy. 
Chas. B. Smith. 
Jas. B. Swing. 


CLEVELAND. 

Bernsteen & Bern- 
steen. 

Boyd, Cannon, 
Brooks & Wick- 
ham. 

Geo. B. Marty. 

Kangesser & Mor- 
genstern. 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos. L. Johnson, 

P. L. A. Leighley. 

J. H. Orgill. 

Winch, Min- 


H. G. Schaibly. 


COLUMBUS. 
Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 
James M. Hengst. 


CONNEAUT. 
J. E. Helman. 
R. E. Mygatt. 


CUYAHOGA FALLS. 
W. H. Keenan. 


DAYTON. 
Frank S. Breene. 
W. S. McCon- 
naughey. 
EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 


EAST PALESTINE. 
L. M. Kyes. 


ELYRIA. 

D. J. Nye. 

Frank Wilford. 
FINDLAY. 

Wm. F. Duncan. 

F. E. Hurley. 
HAMILTON. 

Edgar A. Belden. 
IRONTON. 

Wayne L. Elkins. 

A. R. Johnson. 
LIMA. 

D. J. Cable. 

Jas. W. Halfhill. 
LISBON. 

Billingsley, Moore & 

Van Fossan. 

LONDON. 

R. H. McCloud. 
MARIETTA, 

A. A. Schramm. 

Cc. C. Middleswart. 
MARION. 

Scofield, Durfee & 

Scofield. 

MONTPELIER. 

W. H. Shinn. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey & Leasure. 
RAVENNA. 
Ww. J. Beckley. 
ST. CLAIRSVILLE. 
Earl R. Lewis. 
SANDUSKY. 

E. B. King. 
SIDNEY. 

J. D. Barnes. 

Chas. C. Hall. 

Chas C. Marshall. 
a ag 

Cc. Link. 


Paul Cc. Martin. 
W. M. Rockel. 





bai ae 
Geo. P. Hah 
Holbrook. Banker & 
Lewis. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 
Jacobson & Sayles. 
VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn. 
WASHINGTON, C. H. 
Thos. S. Maddox. 
WAUSEON. 

Paxson & Canfield. 
WHRAAVERAS. 

W. F. Lones. 

W. E. O'Grady. 
YOUNGSTOWN. 

Thos. E. Antonelli. 
ZANESVILLE. 

Cc. T. Marshall. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA, 

B. H. Epperson. 
AFTON. 

Cc. P. Fillebrown. 
ANADARKO. 

Cc. H. Carswell. 
ARDMORE. 

H. A. Ledbetter. 

J. B. Moore. 
BARTLESVILLE. 

Hayes McCoy. 
BRISTOW. 

W. L. Cheatham. 
CLAREMORE. 

Cc. B. Holtzendorff. 
DRUMRIGHT. 

Frank Hickman. 

Fred A. Wagoner. 
DURANT. 

J. R. Hannah. 

Hatchett & Fergu- 


son. 
Chas. E. McPherren. 


Walter J. Turnbull. 


W. E. Utterback. 
ELK CITY. 

J. M. Bishop. 
EL RENO. 

Cc. O. Blake. 
GROVE. 

Ad V. Coppedge. 
HOLDENVILLE. 

W. B. Toney. 
IDABEL. 

Gilbert W. Daney. 
KINGFISHER. 

D. K. Cunningham. 
McALESTER. 

L. C. Counts. 

A. C. Markley. 
MEDFORD. 

Cc. S. Ingersoll. 
MIAMI. 

Horace B. Durant. 
MUSKOGEE. 

Thos. F. Crosby. 

J. B. Furry. 

Chas. A. Moon. 

Geo. S. Ramsey. 

Malcolm E. Rosser. 
NEWKIRK. 

T. J. Sargent. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 


J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Samuel W. Hayes. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
J. B. A. Robertson. 
Stuart, Cruce & 
Cruce. 
OKMULGEE. 
Chas. A. Dickson. 





PAWHUSKA. 

Leahy & Macdonald. 
PONCA CITY. 

David L. Carter. 
TALAGO. 

W. P. Hickok. 
TECUMSEH. 

Clarence Robison. 


Carroll & Mason. 

Geo. W. Reeves. 
VINITA. 

Jess L. Ballard. 
WAGONER. 

Cc. E. Castle. 
WALTERS. 

Amil H. Japp. 

J. Lon Sawyer. 
WOODWARD. 

Sherman M. Smith. 


OREGON. 


ALBANY. 

Gale S. Hill. 

J. R. Wyatt. 
ASTORIA. 

J. J. Barrett. 

James L. Hope. 
BEND. 

Ross Farnham. 
BURNS. 

J. W. Biggs. 
CANYON CITY. 

Geo. H. Cattanach. 
CONDON. 

T. A. Weinke. 
ELGIN. 

L. Denham. 
ENTERPRISE. 

A. S. Cooley. 
GLENDALE. 

Oliver S. Brown. 
HEPPNER. 

Cc. L. Sweek. 
LA GRANDE. 

H. E. Dixon. 
KLAMATH FALLS. 

Wm. Ganong. 
MARSHFIELD. 

E. Lothard McClure. 
MYRTLE POINT. 

Cc. H. Giles. 
OREGON CITY. 

Cc. D. & D. C. 

Latourette. 

PENDLETON. 

Raley & Raley. 
PORTLAND. 

W. C. Bristol. 

Thos. G. Greene. 

D. C. Lewis. 

John McCourt, 

Sanderson Reed. 

Isham N. Smith. 

J. O. Stearns. 
PRINEVILLE. 

N. Wallace. 


VALE. 

Geo. B. Davis. 
WALLOWA. 

Geo. W. Cherry. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
ALTOONA. 

W. E. Mackey. 

Robt. A. Henderson. 
BUTLER. 

Thomas O. Cratty. 
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CHARLEROI. 
Hugh E. Fergus. 


CHESTER. 
Wm. B. Northam. 


DU BOIS. 
L. D. McCall. 


FRANKLIN. 
Geo. S. Criswell, Jr. 
HARRISBURG. 
Wm. Jenkins Wil- 
cox. 


HERSHEY. 
John E. Snyder. 


LEBANON. 
Col. J. M. Shindel. 


LEWISBURG. 
H. M. McClure. 


NEWCASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 


OIL CITY. 
H. C. Dorworth. 


PHILADELPHIA. 
Thos. J. Laffey. 
W. A. Melcher. 
Walter George 

Smith. 
L. N. Sharpe. 
Wm. Jay Turner. 


PHILIPSBURG. 
M. W. Fleming. 


PITTSBURGH. 
Homer Adams. 
W. Clyde Grubbs. 


POTTSVILLE. 
J. A. Noecker. 


SCRANTON. 

W. J. Fitzgerald. 
SUNBURY. 

Cc. M; Clement. 
UNIONTOWN. 

Harry W. Byrne. 

Carr & Carr. 
WASHINGTON. 

Jas. I. Brownson, Jr. 
WAYNE. 

Chas. Howson. 
WILKES-BARRE. 

Miss Sophia O’Hara. 
WILLIAMSPORT 

Mortimer C. Rhone. 
YORK. 

Walter B. Hays. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 


MANILA. 


W. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson. 


PORTO RICO. 


SAN JUAN. 
Luis Munoz Morales. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
PROVIDENCE, 
Cooney & Cooney. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Fred Rueckert. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
ALLENDALE. 

J. Henry Johnson. 
ANDERSON. 

. B. Earle. 

H. C. Miller. 

T. Frank Watkins. 
BISHOPVILLE. 

Cc. B. Ruffin. 
BLACKVILLE. 

A. H. Ninestein. 








CHARLESTON. 
Wm. Austin. 
Mitchell & Smith. 
a I. Cosgrove. 

Wm. H. Grimball. 


W. L. Rodrigues. 
Wm. P. Tillinghast. 


CHESTER. 
Robt. B. Caldwell. 
M. L. Marion. 


COLUMBIA. 

Barron, McKay, 
Frierson & Mc- 
Cants. 

Edw. L. Craig. 

De Pass & De Pass. 

Jas. H. Fowles. 


Clinton T. Graydon. 


R. Y. Kibler. 
Jos. L. Nettles. 


Frank G. Tompkins. 


CONWAY. 
J. O. Norton. 


DARLINGTON. 
T. C. Cork. 
E. C. Dennis. 
E. O. Woods. 


DILLON. 
L. B. Haselden. 
M. C. Moore. 
W. H. Muller. 


FLORENCE. 
Arrowsmith, Mul- 
drow, Bridges & 
Hicks. 


GAFFNEY. 
R. A. Dobson. 
GREENVILLE. 
Julia D. Charles. 
Haynsworth & 
Haynsworth. 
B. F. Martin. 
J. Robert Martin. 
Stephen Nettles. 


. Perry, Jr. 
LAURENS. 
A. C. Todd. 
eg 
. K. Charles. 
aneaaabars. 
Geo. B. Cromer. 
Neal W. Workman. 
PICKENS. 
McSwain & Craig. 
RIDGELAND. 
H. Klugh Purdy. 
SALUDA. 


Cc. J. Ramage. 
ST. GEORGE. 


St. Clair Muckenfuss. 


SPARTANBURG. 
Cornelius Otts. 
Brown & Boyd. 
Carson & Tinley. 
J. W. Mansfield. 
Cc. E. Daniel. 

SUMTER. 

Shepard K. Nash. 

UNION. 

J. Ashby Sawyer. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
Thos. L. Arnold. 
W. F. Corrigan. 
Amos N. Goodman. 
G. N. Williamson. 
BELLE FOURCHE. 
L. M. Simons. 
Cc. P. Seward. 
CHAMBERLAIN. 
E. R. Slifer. 
DEADWOOD. 
John R. Russell. 
DELL RAPIDS. 
Krause & Krause. 





GETTYSBURG. 

Robert B. Fisk. 
HURON. 

A. K. Gardner. 

Chas. P. Warren. 
LEAD. 

Chambers Kellar. 

John Walsh. 
MADISON. 

Ira F. egg 
MITCHE 

Hecbert 2 EB. Hitch- 

cock, 

NEWELL. 

Oo. E. Farnham. 
PARKER. 

Cc. L. Jones. 
PIERRE. 

Chas. E. Deland. 
PHILIP. 


Philip & Waggoner. 


PLANKINGTON. 
Donald Fellows. 
RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
Albert R. Denu. 
Geo. A. Jeffers. 
Chas. A. Nystrom. 
REDFIELD. 
Ss. W. Clark. 
SALEM. 
H. Van Ruschen. 


SIOUX aaa. 
Chas. Bates. 
Martin, Bergh. 

U. G. Cherry. 
John C. Mundt. 
Teigen & Davis. 
R. W. Parliman. 

WATERTOWN. 
Hanten, Hanten & 

Gault. 

Daniel K. Loucks. 
Loucks, Hasche & 


James G. McFarland. 


Mather & Stover. 
WEBSTER. 

P. W. Dougherty. 
WINNER. 

Claude Maule. 
YANKTON. 

Eldon W. Clark. 

Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
John A. Chambliss. 
John H. Early. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 
Floyd Estill. 

Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Cc, S. Littleton. 
Felix D. Lynch. 
Jos. V. Williams. 

COLUMBIA. 

Thos. H. Peebles. 

GALLATIN. 

D. B. Bell. 

JELLICO. 

H. K. Tramell. 

JOHNSON CITY. 

H. G. Morison. 

KINGSPORT. 

Thos. A. Dodson. 
F. J. Heazel. 

KNOXVILLE. 

Lewis M. G. Baker. 
Thos. L. Carty. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
John W. Green. 
Lindsley, Young & 
Donaldson. 

Norman B. Morrell. 
Roy H. Beeler. 
Harley G. Fowler. 











Robt. M. Jones. 

Pickle, Turner, Ken- 

nedy & Cate. 
R. L. Pope. 
Smith, Word & An- 
derson. 

LAFAYETTE. 

J. M. McDonald. 
MEMPHIS. 

R. P. Cary. 

Abe Cohen. 

Chas. N. Fox. 

S. A. Gadsey. 

Miss Marion Griffin. 

L. J. Monteverde. 

Philip A. Rush. 

G. T. Fitzhugh. 

Allen Hughes. 

Wright & Wright. 
MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 
NASHVILLE. 

R. B. C. Howell. 

Jos. C. Higgins. 

W. E. Norvell, 
NEWBERN. 

John M. Drane. 
WINCHESTER. 

Arthur Crownover. 


TEXAS. 


ABILENE 

R. C. Chambers. 

Dallas Scarborough. 
AMARILLO. 

J. V. Guleke. 

Cc. B. Reeder, Jr. 
ee . 

A. E. Masterson. 

AUSTIN. 

T. H. McGregor. 

G. B. Smedley. 

N. A, Stedman, 

Ike D. White. 
BEAUMONT. 

L. J. Benckenstein. 

A. Ludlow Calhoun. 

John M. Conley. 
BEEVILLE. 

Jas. R. Dougherty. 
BRECKINRIDGE, 

G; O. Bateman. 

J. Webster Darden. 

A. L. Green. 


BROWNSVILLE. 
Jas, A. Graham. 
Ira Webster. 

BUFFALO. 

John A. Newsom. 

CLEBURNE. 
Walker & Baker. 


CORPUS CHRISTI. 
Robert W. Stayton. 


CORSICANA. 
W. A. Tarver. 


DALHART. 
A. W. Schlofman. 
Tatum & Strong. 
DALLAS. 
W. S. Bramlett. 
R. V. Davidson. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
Harry P, Lawther. 
Thos. A. Knight. 
A. H. McKnight. 
Seay, Seay, Malone & 
Lipscomb. 
Thompson, Knight, 
Baker & Harris. 
Wendel Spence. 
Walter M. Nold. 
G. L. Youngblood. 
U. F. Short. 
M. W. Townsend. 
DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan. 
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EASTLAND. 
J. M. Ferrell. 


EL PASO. 
A. R. Burges. 
Dyer, Croom & 

Jones. 


J. A. Richardson. 

J. L. Stewart. 

Turner, Culwell, 
Holliday & Pol- 
lard. 


FT. WORTH. 
Capps & Canty. 
P. W. Brown. 
Lee, Lomax & Smith. 
R. M. Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 


GALVESTON. 
John L. Darrouzet. 
James W. Wayman. 
James B. & Charles 

J. Stubbs. 
Bryan F. Williams. 


GEORGETOWN. 
Wilcox & Graves. 
GOOSE CREEK. 
S. T. Deason. 
GRAHAM. 
Cc. F. Marshall. 
GREENVILLE. 
Crosby & Harrell. 


HAMILTON. 

P. M. Rice. 
HEARNE. 

J. F. Lane. 
HEMPSTEAD. 

R. E. Tompkins. 
— EY GROVE. 

ye arren. 
eneseeon. 

Robert L. Cole. 

Harry W. Freeman. 

R. W. Greene. 

D. Edward Greer. 

Harris & Harris. 


John G. Logue. 
B. F. Louis. 
J. W. Lockett. 
- V. Meek. 
J. Power. 
Sonn W. Parker. 
J. H. Tallichet. 
Otto Taub. 
JACKSONVILLE. 

Lee G. Carter. 
LAREDO. 
Asher R. Smith. 
LINDEN. 

Wright Patman. 
LONGVIEW. 

W. C. Hurst. 
LULING. 

W. ©. Slater. 


HALL. 
F. H. Prendergast. 
NEW BOSTON. 
L. R, Atkins. 
PADUCAH. 
Clifford Graves. 
PALACIOS. 
W. C. Gray. 
PLAINVIEW. 
M. J. Baird. 
— ARTHUR. 
A. W. Dycus. 
V. J. Wistner. 
RISING STAR. 
Guy Robertson. 
ROCKPORT. 
Gordon Gibson. 





SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
Bickett & Bickett. 
Charles Dittmar. 

J. D. Dodson. 
Graham Dowdell. 
Hicks, Phelps, 
Dickson & Bobbitt 
Geo. W. Huntress. 
O. H. E. Kramer. 
Cc. R, McFarlane. 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Walthall & 
Terrell. 
Geo. M. Thurmond. 


SHERMAN. 

Cc. B. Randell. 
SPUR 

W. D. Wilson. 
SULPHUR SPRINGS. 

Cc. E. Beasley. 


TEMPLE. 
Sam D. Snodgrass. 


TEXARKANA. 

R. W. Rogers. 

King & Mahaffey. 

Wheeler & Robison. 
TYLER. 

Johnson & Edwards. 

Troy Smith. 
VERNON. 

W. O. Croy. 
WACO. 

Harry P. Jordan. 

R. O. Stotter. 

O. L. Stribling. 

D. A. Kelley. 

W. M. Sleeper. 
WAXAHACHIE. 

J. L. Gammon. 
WICHITA FALLS. 

Ewalt & Waggener. 


UTAH. 


FILLMORE. 
T. a Ivory. 
LOG 
J. a ‘Walters. 
MOUNT PLEASANT. 
James W. Cherry. 
OGDEN. 
Cc. A. Boyd. 
Geo. Halverson, 
N. J. Harris. 
A. G. Horn. 
C. H. Hollingsworth. 
SALT LAKE CITY. 
G. W. Bartch. 
Booth & Lee. 
W. M. Bradley. 
L. Eggertsen Clufft 
E. B, Critchlow. 
W. M. Folland, 
H. R. Macmillan. 
Thos. Marioneaux. 
Thomas Ramage. 
Skeen & Skeen. 
Ray Van Cott. 
Waldemar Van Cott. 
J. T. Wooton. 
Richard W. Young. 


VERMONT. 
BETHEL, 
Guy Wilson, 
ISLAND POND. 
Harry B. Amey. 
MONTPELIER. 
Fred Laird. 
MORRISVILLE. 
D. A. Lafountain. 
NEWPORT. 
Walter H. Cleary. 
NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & 
Plumley. 





ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 

Harry Blodgett. 


VIRGINIA. 


ARRINGTON. 
Will T. Snyder. 


CLIFTON FORGE. 
O. B. Harvey. 


EASTVILLE. 
Louis S. Sacks. 


FAIRFAX. 

C. Vernon Ford. 
GATE CITY. 

Will H. Nickels. 
HARRISONBURG. 

D. O. Dechert. 
LEESBURG. 

Edwin E. Garrett. 
LEXINGTON. 

H. St. George 

Tucker. 

LYNCHBURG. 

Duncan Drysdale. 
MARION. 

Geo. F. Cook, 
NEWPORT NEWS. 
F. H. Skinner. 

NORFOLK. 
J. Edward Cole. 
R. W. Peatross., 
Thomas W. Shelton. 
PETERSBURG. 
Bernard Mann. 
Plummer & Bohan- 


nan. 
Chas. E. Pollard. 
PHOEBUS. 
W. H. Powers. 
RICHMOND. 
Sherlock Bronson. 
Geo. Bryan. 
A. W, Patterson. 
Lawrence R. Pool. 
Robt. E. Scott. 
Robert H. Talley. 
Thos. I. Talley. 
ROANOKE. 
W. Bruce Buford. 
E. C. Dickerson. 
Jackson & Henson, 
Staples & Cocke. 
Woods, Chitwood & 
Coxe. 
SALEM. 
J. P. Saul, Jr. 
STAUNTON. 
Taylor McCoy. 
VICTORIA. 
Geo. E. Allen. 
WARRENTON. 
Wm. Horgan. 
WINCHESTER. 
Warren Rice. 


WASHINGTON. 
ABERDEEN. 
A. E. Graham. 
BELLINGHAM. 
F. D. Carson. 
ree, 
- Lon Johnson. 
utasmunmanan 
John H. McDaniels. 
HARRINGTON. 
H. W. Reading. 
MOUNT VERNON. 
Wilbra Coleman. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 
I. J. Bounds. 
OKANOGAN. 
O. H. Neal. 





OMAK. 
Carl N. Woods. 


PORT TOWNSEND. 
A. R. Coleman. 


REPUBLIC. 
Jas. T. Johnson. 


SEATTLE. 
Edward Brady. 
Vivian M. Carkeek, 
Carver & Slattery. 
Cc. E. Claypool. 
Grover E. Desmond. 
Cassius E. Gates. 
Carroll B. Graves. 
James B. Howe. 
McClure & McClure. 
Fred H. Peterson. 
Winter S. Martin. 
Harold Preston. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Martin Rozema. 
Roberts, Wilson & 

Skeel. 

John J. Sullivan, 


SHELTON. 
M. W. Logan. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 


SPOKANE. 
Cannon & Ferris. 
Nuzum, Clark & 
Nuzum. 
J. B. Lindsley. 
TACOMA . 
Chas. O. Bates. 
Ellis, Fletcher & 
Evans. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Lund & Lund. 
Raymond J. MeMil- 
lan. 
Sullivan & 
Christian. 
bela WALLA. 
. G. Coleman. 


Ww beth ody 
C. M. N. Love 


Thos. E. Grady 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BECKLEY. 
C. Overton Dunn. 
Harley M. Kilgore 
M. L. Painter 
BLUEFIELD. 
Arthur F. Kingdon. 
Lee & Tanner. 
CHARLESTON. 
Bowers & Gilchrist. 
B. T. Clayton. 
Koontz & Hurlbutt 
McClintic, Mathews 
& Campbell. 
Payne, Minor & Bou- 
chelle. 
Harry E. Penhale, 
Price, Smith, Spil- 
man & Clay. 
M. F. Stiles. 
CLARKSBURG. 
Stephen G. Jackson. 
Stout & Meredino. 
CLAY. 
B. C. Eakle. 
FAIRMONT. 
Paul G. Armstrong. 
Trevey Nutter 
FAYETTEVILLE. 
Dillon & Nuckolls. 
GRAFTON. 
J. Guy Allender. 
HINTON. 
Thos. N. Read. 
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HUNTINGTON. 
Fitzpatrick, Camp- 
bell, Brown & 

Davis. 
W. L. Ferguson. 
Vinson, 
Meek & Renshaw. 
MARLINTON 
S. H. Sharp. 
MORGANTOWN. 
Wm. C. Cramer. 
OAK HILL. 
J. M. Ellis. 
PARKERSBURG. 
Merrick & Smith. 
F. P. Moats. 
Van Winkle & 
Ambtfer. 
W. H. Wolfe. 
PINEVILLE. 
J. Albert Toler. 
POINT PLEASANT. 
Chas. E. Hogg. 
SPENCER. 
Thos. P. Ryan. 
WEBSTER SPRINGS. 
E. L. Cutlip. 


WELLSBURG. 
F. A. Chapman. 


WHEELING. 
McCamic & Clarke. 


J. Bernard Handlan. 


WESTON. 
Robert L. Bland. 
WILLIAMSON 
John H. Greene. 
Wiles & Bias. 
Lant R. Slaven. 


WISCONSIN. 
ANTIGO. 


Thompson, 


BURLINGTON. 
Louis H. Rohr. 


COLBY. 
Frank A. Jackson. 


EAST MILWAUKEE. 
Hon. Jos. E. Cordes. 


EAU CLAIRE. 
c. T. Bundy. 


ELLSWORTH. 
John E. Foley. 
FOND DU LAC. 
A. D. Sutherland. 
L. A. Williams. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Chas. E. Briere. 
Frank W. Calkins. 


GREEN BAY. 

Samuel La Violette. 

Minahan, Minahan, 
Minahan and Du- 
quaine. 

Rex I. McCreery. 

A. D. McGruer. 

Sheridan & Evrard. 
McComb. 

Dennison Wheelock. 


HARTFORD. 
Sawyer & Sawyer. 


HUDSON. 
Baker & Haven. 
LA CROSSE. 
Geo. H. Gordon 
A. H. Schubert. 
MADISON. 
Buell & Lucas. 
Gilbert & Ela. 
S. A. Madigan. 
T. C. Richmond. 
MANITOWOC. 
Emil Baensch. 
E. S. Schmitz. 


H. L. Eaton. 


H. F. Friedrich. 


Andrew Gilbertson. 

W. A. Hayes. 

Ulrich Hiller. 

F. P. Hopkins. 

H. R. Manger. 

Thos. A. Manning. 

Robert N. McMynn. 

Max Mysell. 

N. B. Neelen. 

J. L. O'Connor. 

Rix & Barney. 

Dale C. Shockley. 

A. G. Schwefel. 

Henry W. Stark. 

W. O. Thomas. 

Leo J. Topolinski. 

Van Dyke, Shaw, 
Muskat & Van 


Dyke. 
Clifton Williams. 


OSHKOSH. 
John W. Hume. 
Frank B. Keefe. 


OWEN. 
Bert C. Bently. 
PLATTEVILLE. 
Jesse J. Ruble. 


PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 


PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
J. P. Evans. 


. W. R. Graves. 


RACINE. 
Cc. O. Bergener. 
Chas. Krenzke. 
John H. Liegler. 
Gittings & Moyle. 


VIROQUA. 
J. Henry Bennett. 


WATERTOWN. 
—, R. Blumen- 


field. 
John G. Conway. 
WAUSAU. 


Brown, Pradt & 
Genrich. 


WEST ALLIS. 
Nicholas F. Lucas. 


WEST SUPERIOR. 
Crownhart & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. 


WISCONSIN RAPIDS. 
Goggins & Brazeau. 


WYOMING. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 


ROCK SPRINGS. 
F. W. Johnson. 


a wy 
Cc. A. Kutcher. 


BRAZIL 


RIO DE JANEIRO. 
Richard P Momsen. 
CANADA. 
OTTAWA. 
M. J. Griffin. . 
MONTREAL. 
Victor E. Mitchell 


HALIFAX. 
H. Meilish. 


ry 


JAPAN. 


TOKIO. 
Chas. 


NEW ZEALAND. 


Chas H. Avery. 
APPLETON. 

L. Hugo Keller. 
ARCADIA. 

Frank E. Hebert. 


RANDOLPH. 
H, A. Johns. 
RHINELANDER. 
E. D. Minahan. 


MERRILL. 
Runke & Naffz. 
MILWAUKEE. 
Alexander & Burke. 
Bottum, Bottum, 


nh. 


Pergler. 


- 
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ASHLAND. 
Allan T. Pray. 
oer. 
W. Frenz. 
cineOre. 
H. W. Adams. 





Hudnall & Lecher 


Bohmrick & Gabel. * 


Harvey M. Burns. 
Emmet J. Carrigan. 
Walter D. Corrigan. 
Curtis & Mock. 
Paul D. Durant. 





SHEBOYGAN. 
Wm. B. Collins, 
Paul T. Krez. 

rr POINT. 

R. — 

SUPERIO 

D. E. Hebets. 





WELLINGTON. 
F. Harrison. 
SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 











